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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 1s anticiratep, though the matter was not settled up to the 
time of our going to press, that, during the absence of the judges 
of the Queen’s Bench Division on circuit, the Court of Appeal 
No. 1 will, as on former occasions, hear Chancery appeals. The 
unheard appeals in the Chancery list exceed those in the other lists 
by about fifty. The earliest appeal in the former list was set down 
in August last, while the earliest in the Queen’s Bench list was 
set down so lately as January last. 





Waar witt sé the effect of the retirement of Earl Sersorve 
from the office of Chancellor on the functions of the committee 
appointed to advise him personally as to the work in the Chancery 
chambers ? Will the result be to give the committee a happy 
release from the apparently impossible task of agreeing upon a 
report ; or do they intend to continue their discussions and investi- 
gations for the benefit of the new Lord Chancellor? The answer 
will, of course, depend on the communications which may be 
received from him; but, in any case, it is to be hoped that the 
— of information collected by the committee will be made 
public. 





THe onty THING certainly known as to the legal appointments, 
up to the time of writing, is that Sir Harpincr Stantey Grrrarp 
will be the new Lord Chancellor. It is now more than a 
quarter of a century since a practising member of the common 
law bar was elevated to the office; and, on the last occasion, 
when Sir F. Tuestczrr was appointed Lord Chancellor, the 
remark was made in this journal that, although it was not 
er op ee that he would become eminent as a judge in 
equity, e might be successful as a Minister of Justice. It is 

d that a remark which was then disparaging would now be 
almost a compliment. The changes in the functions of the 
office have been so great that no one now thinks of raising the 
question whether a new Lord Chancellor is or is not lik y to 
make an eminent judge. He is now almost wholly an adminis- 
trative officer; the head and controller of the judicial bench, and 
the author of the purely legal legislation undertaken by the 
Government. 





Tue rnTEREsttINe and valuable report of the Committee of the 
Gloucestershire and Wiltshire Incorporated Law Society, from 
which we give extracts elsewhere, draws attention to the effect of 
the recent case of In re Wilson (ante, p. 438) on the practice which 
18 stated to be generally prevalent among members of the society, 
of paying auctioneers, for their services as such, a fee according to 
the society’s scale, and charging the client the percentage for con- 
ducting the sale, as well as the auctioneer’s fee. It will be re- 
membered that Lord Justice Corron expressly ‘abstained from 
deciding that the mere fact of a fee being paid to an auctioneer 
would disentitle the solicitor to the percen’ for ‘ conducting” 
the sale; but we imagine it follows from the judgments that 
if the work for which the auctioneer is paid includes work ‘ which 
ought to have been done by the person who conducts the sale,” 
the percentage for conducting the sale cannot be . The 
difficulty lies in knowing what is the work which ought to be 
done the person conducting the sale. Looking at the sur- 
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p- 468), we fail to find therein any work which could be properly 
done by a solicitor, except, perhaps, the Ly geen: of fair copi 
of plans. It is greatly to be regretted that the court did not 

up this important question. 





WE print elsewhere a report of a case of In re George Turnbull, 
deceased, which, so far as we know, is the first decision on the 
construction of sub-section 7 of section 125 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883. That section provides that ‘in the administration of the 
property of a deceased debtor under an order of administration, the 
official receiver shall have regard to any claim by the legal 
personal representative of the deceased debtor to payment of the 
proper funeral and testamentary expenses incurred by him in and 
about the debtor’s estate, and such claims shall be deemed a pre- 
ferential debt under the order, and be payable in full, out of the 
debtor’s estate, in priority to all other debts.” The question in 
the case was whether the costs of the solicitors of the executrix, 
incurred before the administration order, for obtaining probate, 
valuations, advertising for claims, arranging for the temporary 
carrying on of the debtor’s farms, and generally ascertaining the 
position of the debtor’s affairs, were a preferential debt within the 
above provision. The Board of Trade instructed the official receiver 
to refuse to allow, as a preferential debt, any of the costs 
except the costs of obtaining probate, fees of Probate Court, and 
costs of valuation for probate, contending that the term “‘testa- 


mentary e ses’ in sub-section (7) meant only the bare costs of 
probate. ® county court judge (Mr. Hout, Q-C.), however, 


refused to assent to this construction, and directed the bill 
of the executrix’s solicitor to be taxed as between solicitor and 
client, on the principle that the words “testamentary expenses 
incurred in and about the debtor’s estate”’ are not limited to the 
expenses of obtaining probate, but include the reasonable expenses 
of investigating the debtor’s affairs, and generally of administering 
his estate prior to the administration order, and that the amount of 
the bill, when taxed, should be paid in full out of the debtor’s estate. 
A more extraordinary contention than that of the Board of Trade we 
do not remember. The words “testamentary expenses” have a 
well-settled meaning as including expenses of administration ; 
the draftsman must have known this meaning, and, as if to empha- 
size his adoption of it, he added the words, “incurred by him in 
and about the debtor’s estate.” We believe that the of 
Trade have some idea of taking the question to the Court of 
Appeal j we can hardly think, however, that their legal advisers 
encourage them to do so. 





Tae ReEcENT cass of 8 Banking Comper v. dome (ota 
p- 304, L. R. 29 Ch. D. 221), contains some matters too 
great importance to be considered within the limits of a para- 
graph, and we may not improbably offer some further remarks 
it on a future occasion. But there is one point Jaid down 
case to which we think we may usefully direct the reader’s 
tion. Mr. Justice Pranson decided that an “intending mortgagee, 
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a fresh memorandum of deposit, by which it was arranged that the 
deeds should be pledged to meet over-drafts made by the husband. 
The bank still had no notice of the settlement. The husband 
afterwards overdrew his account; and the question arose, whether 
the bank’s claim was valid in priority to the settlement. Mr. 
Justice Prarson held that it was; and, among other points, he may 
be said to have decided that the bank, upon occasion of the execu- 
tion of the second memorandum of deposit, was under no obligation 
to inquire as to the existence of a settlement affecting the lease- 
holds, although it was known that they belofiged to a married 
woman. The question, how far notice of a marriage can be 
regarded as notice of a possible settlement, is one which many of 
our readers mus not unfrequently have been obliged to consider. 





AN INGENIOUS CORRESPONDENT suggests a summary mode of 
ejectment for non-payment of rent. He says:—‘‘A tenant who 
refuses to pay his rent or give up the premises is, as leases are 

y drawn, master of the situation. His lease probably contains 

@ proviso for re-entry, but this, even if drawn in the most approved 
form, can only be enforced by an action in ejectment, in the course 
of which the lessor, by judicious obstruction, may be putto much 
expense. Even when the tenant has been ejected, the lessor is not 
wholly free to deal with his property until the expiration of the 
six months during which the tenant may apply for relief against 
the forfeiture. Thus it frequently happens that the better course 
. for a lessor to pursue isto buy out a defaulting and defying tenant. 
An attempt was made by lessors to secure a swifter and surer 
mode of recovering possession of the demised premises; but, as 
now appears, by an illegal and consequently void method. In 
Kavanagh v. Gudge (7 M. & G. 316), the lease contained a clause 
giving the lessor power in case of non-payment of rent to enter 
upon the premises and expel the tenant without any legal process, 
and providing that, in the case of such entry and of any action being 
brought for such entry, the defendant might plead leave and licence. 
The court in this case seem not to have conceived any doubt of the 
validity of such a clause. But Fry, J., in Hdwickv. Hawkes (29W.R. 
913, L. R. 18 Ch. D. 199), held that a proviso to the like effect 
was void, as being a licence to commit the crime of forcible entry in 
contravention of 5 Rich. 2, stat. 1,c. 8. That device may be 
considered to have failed; but the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
1888, suggest another which appears feasible. By the joint 
operation of ord. 2, r. 6, and ord. 14, r. 1, summary judgment may 
be obtained in actions for the recovery of land by a landlord again st 
a tenant whose term has (inter alia) been determined by notice to 
quit. If, then, the lease contains a proviso enabling the lessor 
on non-payment of rent to determine the lease by notice to 
quit, it is suggested that the procedure under these rules could be 
adopted and possession promptly obtained. Parties to a lease may 
agree that one or other of them shall have power to determine the 
lease at any moment, and the courts will give effect to an instru- 
ment showing this to have been the agreement between the parties 
(see Doe v. Grafton, 18 Q. B. 496). The proviso, to meet 
the case of tenants shutting up the premises, should contain a 
mode of service of the notice, and might follow and be in addition 
to the ordinary proviso for re-entry, which remains available in 
case of breach of the other covenants in the lease. It is not, of 
course, necessary to have a clause of re-entry for the purpose of 
effectuating the notice to quit : Doe d. Green v. Baker (8 Taunt. 
241).. The following words will probably be sufficient :—‘Or it 
shall be lawful at his’ (the lessor’s) ‘discretion, by notice in writing 
under his hand affixed to the principal door of the premises forthwith 
to determine the term hereby created.’ A tenant who has thus been 
turned out of possession would not, it is suggested, be entitled to 
relief under the provisions of the Common Law Procedure Acts 
relating to relief against forfeiture for non-payment of rent. For 
the notice to quit recognizes him as tenant at the date of the 
notice—i.e., subsequently to the forfeiture—and the action of 
ejectment is not one brought for non-payment of rent, in which 
cage the courts can give relief, but by reason of the quondam tenant 
comtinuing to hold the premises after his interest has been 
determined.” We confess we question the utility of this sugges- 
tion, not merely by reason of doubts as to its efficacy, but also on the 
gtound that no tenant would be likely to assent to the insertion of 
such @ clause in his lease. 


REGISTRATION OF TRADE - MARKS— 
NOTES ON THE REGISTER. 
I 


Tux observations of Mr. Justice Chitty in the recent case of In re 
Mitchell & Co. (33 W. R. 408) have directed attention to the 
practice which has been occasionally followed, under both the 
Trade-Marks Registration Acts, 1875-7, and the Patents, Designs, 
and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, of appending to the registration of a 
trade-mark some explanatory or restrictive note. The cause 
which led to the introduction of this practice was the discovery, 
soon after the Trade-Marks Act of 1875 came into operation, that 
that Act, and the Rules under it, were somewhat wanting in 
flexibility. They simply contemplated an application for the 
registration of a trade-mark simpliciter, and made no provision for 
meeting the more complicated requirements of traders. In a 
former article we have shown how the Commissioners of Patents 
and the court got over one form of this difficulty by establishing 
the “‘ three-mark rule,’ which allows as many as three similar old 
marks for the same article to be on the register at the same time, 
breaking through the principle that each mark on the register is to 
be distinguishable from all other marks on the register for the 
same article, but maintaining a proper consideration for traders 
who have used the same mark in different localities in an independ- 
ent way. 

But the establishment of this rule did not meet all the questions 
which arose, and it became necessary to protect the register against 
the assaults of traders who wished to overload it by registering 
the same essential mark over and over again in the same name, 
but in each case with some trifling and immaterial difference, and 
it also became necessary to get over the rigidity of the Act in 
cases in which two or more marks were really capable of being 
used without conflicting with one another, while the provisions of 
the Act, if the most literal meaning were given to them, might 
have the effect of bringing about such a conflict. In the first of 
these classes of cases, therefore, the question was as to the individual 
rights of trade-mark owners per se ; in the second class it was with 
reference to their mutual rights inter se. 

The principal case in which the cases in the first class were 
discussed was Jn re Barrows (25 W. R. 407, 564, L. R. 5 Ch. D. 
353), in which a firm of iron manufacturers applied for the regis- 
tration of twelve old marks on iron, which consisted of various 
combinations of the letters “ B. B. H.” (the initials of their firm), 
or the word ‘“‘ Bloomfield” (the name of their works), or the word 
‘* Bloom ’’ (the same name abbreviated), or two or more of them, 
with devices or words descriptiye of quality or common to the 
trade. The registrar objected to register all these marks independ- 
ently, considering that that would, in effect, be nothing more nor 
less than registering the same things over and over again. Vice- 
Chancellor Malins, howeyer, when the matter was brought before 
him, granted separate registration of all the marks, and it may be 
that if the question had been fully fought out in the Court of 
Appeal, that court might have found itself compelled to affirm the 
decision, as recognizing the strict legal rights of the applicants, 
however inconyenient it might be to do so; but a suggestion of the 
late Master of the Rolls, Sir G. Jessel, was adopted, and the appli- 
cants accepted a registration of each of the three essential parts— 
viz., ‘B. B. H.,” “ Bloomfield,” and “Bloom,” with the addition 
in each case of a note to the effect that the registration was of the 
mark registered, ‘used either alone or in combination with a 
crown, or with a horse-shoe, or with a crown and horse-shoe, or 
with any other mark, device, or words signifying the quality of 
the iron.” 

This form of “representative registration,” as it was called, 
possessed such obvious advantages, protecting, on the one hand, the 
register from unnecessary burdens, and pointing gut clearly the 
real subject-matter of registration, and, on the other hand, pre- 
serving all rights which the trade-mark owner had really acquired, 
that the registrar of trade-marks inserted in his ‘‘ Instructions to 
Applicants” a paragraph stating that it was not intended to place 
upon the register a series of trade-marks which differed from one 
another only in respect of indications of quality or quantity com- 
monly used in a trade, and he stated that protection for the whole 
of such a series of marks would be obtained by te registration of 
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of galvanized sheet iren, and, on the application of the registered 
ietor, an order was made to limit the registration to that 
of metal. In In re Rabone, Bros., § 'Co. (Feb. 19, 1879), 
one firm applied for the registration of an old mark in class 5 for 
iron bars, sheets, and hoops, and another firm applied for the 
registration of a substantially similar old mark in the same class 
for steel, and each firm opposed the other’s application; but each 
was granted for the goods specified only. Here, as in Hx parte 
Barrows, the three-mark rule was applicable, though no reference 
seems to have been made to it. The question in In re Hargreaves 
27 W. R. 550, L. R. 11 Ch. D. 669) was rather of a different kind. 
‘our marks were there already registered in class 42 for different 
descriptions of provisions, but none of them for bacon or hams. 
Each of these four marks had an anchor as a prominent feature. 
This being so, another trader applied for the registration of a new 
mark, which contained an anchor, for bacon and hams. The 
registrar refused to register the new mark, and Vice-Chancellor 
Hall sustained the refusal, laying stress upon the fact that the 
mark was a new one. The decision seems rather a narrow one, 
but it was based in part on the fact that, in the Vice-Chancellor’s 
opinion, the distinction between the different kinds of food for 
which the four marks were registered and the kind of food for 
which it was sought to register the new mark was not sufficiently 
manifest. Those four marks were, however, registered—(1) for 
biscuits ; (2) for cattle-food ; (3) for butter; (4) for preserved 
fish; vegetables, and meat, fresh meat, and shell-fish—so that it 
would appear that the distinction ought have been considered 
sufficient. If that was so, these four marks were registered for 
four different descriptions of goods, and the proposal was to register 
a fifth for a fifth description of goods, to which there could hardly 
be any valid objection, unless a class was never to be split in 
favour of a new mark, in which respect the Master of the Rolls 
had arrived at a contrary decision in In re Jelley, Son, & Jones. 
The question as to the right of an applicant for the registration 
of a new mark to have a class split in his favour, so as to avoid 
any clashing between his mark and another mark already 
registered for different goods in the same class, was again raised 
before Mr. Justice North in In re Braby & Co. (30 W. R. 675, L. R. 
21 Ch. D. 223). There an old mark was registered, in class 5, for 
iron, and all kinds of rolled, drawn, and galvanized wire and 
strand, and a somewhat similar mark was tendered for registration 
as a new mark in the same class in respect of galvanized iron, plain 
and corrugated. The second mark, though not used prior to 1875, 
had been used since very shortly after the Act of that year, in fact, 
for more than six years, so that in connection with galvanized iron 
sheets it had become known in the market as indicating the applicants’ 
goods, and Mr. Justice North acceded to the application, and, 
as the class, directed registration for the specified goods. 
only other cases which need be mentioned are Jn re Ashton 
¢ Sons (Hall, V.C., Feb. 26, 1881) and In re Clark & Oo. (Chitty, 
«, Feb. 15, 1883), in each of which cases a mark was allowed to 
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9 g was required 
the proprietors, to be entered on the register, to the effect 
they would use the mark, when registered, only on the goods 
which it was registered. In the second of these cases the 
was a new mark, and was in common use in the trade for 
r goods in the class. There does not appear to have been any 
particular reason for requiring any undertaking in these cases, for 
he only goods for which registration would enable an exclusive 
to be claimed would be the goods for which registration was 
and (the only objection in each case being that the mark 
‘was common to the trade, which was got rid of in the one case 
by holding that the mark did not resemble the mark which was 
in the other case, by holding that the mark was 
only for some of the goods in the class) there seems to 
f no ground for restraining the applicants from doing that 
registrar himself contended it was open to every member 
do. In other words, there was no ground for 
licants from — their mark on goods for which 
> @ different mark was of common right, nor from 
itted to be of common right in respect of certain 
Such a user, without registration for the 
no exclusive right. 
result of the decisions on the question as to regis- 
of a clase under the Act of 1875 may be described 
allow the sub-division of the classes of goods given in 
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the schedule to the rules, in favour both of old and of new marks, 
and to treat the discretion of the court, whether with respect to 
old marks or to new ones, as properly exerciseable wherever it 
could be made out that the goods for which it was sought te 
register the second mark were substantially different from those 
for which the first mark was already registered, though both were 
included in the same class. The distinction was, in fact, drawn 
rather between descriptions of goods than between classes of 
goods, the former being a natural classification, the latter an arti- 
ficial one. This distinction is that adopted by section 72 of the 
Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, by which the re- 
striction on the comptroller’s power of registering a trade-mark is 
confined to cases in which the mark considered to be similar to the 
mark sent in for registration is registered for the same goods or 
description of goods, so that there is no longer any question as to 
the class, but the only matter to be considered is whether the 
actual description of goods differs in the two cases. In cases, there- 
fore, in which the goods for which the two marks are to be regis- 
tered are, to the mind of the comptroller, clearly distinct, he has 
authority to grant the second registration without any recourse to 
the court, which is far more reasonable than requiring an 
umbrella maker to go to the court because a mark like his has 
been registered for tobacco pipes or furniture polish. 








THE ORGANIZATION OF A SOLICITOR’S 
OFFICE. 


III.—ORGANIZATION WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO 
NON-CONTENTIOUS BUSINESS. 


TAKING INSTRUCTIONS. 
(2) For SALEs AND PURCHASES OF REAL AND LEASEHOLD EsTATES. 


WHEN a client has made up his mind that he will sell a particular 
property, and he goes to his solicitor to instruct him to carry out his 
intention, the first and foremost duty of the latter will be to direct his 
attention to reed i of Soy Sw ~ deeds > BS client’s 
possession, or e only a right to the uction of all or any of 
them? If the client purchased it himealf, under what special Su 
ditions did he buy? Is there in existence an abstract bringing down 
the title to a certain point? Are the deeds all properly stamped, 
executed, registered if need be, and otherwise in order? Is the 
property affected by tenancies or by rights of way or any other 
easements, or does the ownership carry with it any such rights or 
easements over other property ? What is the vendor’s precise estate 
or interest in it? If copyhold, what are the lord’s rights generally, 
and in particular on alienation? If leasehold, what is the nature of 
the covenants, and is there any restriction against assignment ? 

These are samples of the inquiries which should first arise in the 
solicitor’s mind. The answers to many of them would usually be 
found in the solicitor’s own archives, unless in the case of a new 
client, and it is well to bear in mind that they are not points in which 
the lay client can be expected to show any enthusiastic interest, and 
that the solicitor will be wise to ferret out the information for himself, 
and to trouble his client only so far as may be absolutely necessary 
for procuring the requisite materials. Again, it may be pointed out 
- even w vee counsel is er in em 4 = the title 
and preparing any ial provisions or conditions of sale, the solicitor 
must still be responsible for putting together accurate and sufficient 
instructions. A counsel can only advise upon the data supplied to 
him ; and, although his know oo experience may enable him 
to draw inferences and make valuable suggestions on slender informa- 
tion as to the facts, the fault will lie at the solicitor’s door if the 
vendor’s title is not fenced in with proper stipulations by reason of 
the solicitor having omitted to inform himself of some matter to 
which he should have directed his attention when preparing for sale. 
He can never shelter himself behind ‘‘ my counsel ” unless my counsel 
has had materials to work upon, and even then the solicitor 
will rarely be absolved by his client from the blame ofany slip of which 
the consequences are harmful. 

In taking instructions for a sule the vendor’s solicitor should always 
direct his attention to ascertaining accurately of what the subject- 
matter of sale consists. He must before his eyes the fact that 
when the purchaser comes to examine the title deeds he will expect 
to find that they justify the vendor, with or without some f 


her 
evidence of identity, in saying, ‘‘ The sold to you is mine, 
and these are the deeds which show it to be mine.” This warning 
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a title deed, because in the one case the descriptions on court rolls are 
notoriously wont to be composed of ancient history, and in the other 
case the whole character of the property and its abuttals may 

robably have changed since its last description in a title deed. 
Fence the need of ascertaining clearly what be a true description 


of the property at the time of sale as a i step to bridgi 
over yA special stipulation (which should not, however, attempt to 
exclude a purchaser from requiring reasonably procurable evidence of 


identity) the hiatus between the old and new description. 

Inthe case of a privatesale, the solicitor generally will have to describe 
the property on his own responsibility in the contract. In the case ofa 
sale by auction, it may or may not, according to the custom of the 
district in which he practises, fall to him or to an auctioneer to 

describe it in popular termsin particulars of sale. In the former case 
his need of vigilance will often be limited to taking care that the 
description in the contract is prepared with direct reference to that of 
the title deeds. In the latter he must, in addition, be most care*ul 
not to permit any exuberance of diction or flight of imagination in tue 
particulars to mislead a purchaser as to what it is that he is buying. 
The vendor’s solicitor is at perfect liberty in this case to state, or suffer 
an auctioneer to state, of a house in Whitechapel that it has a pretty 
view from the back parlour window, because the beauty or other- 
wise of a prospect is a matter of individual taste; but it is quite 
Sligible — }. describe as the pe < ng and as extremely 

igible for building purposes a piece of land, and to say nothing as 
to a public right of way through the middle of it. 

If conditions of sale and corresponding provisions in a private 
contract were permitted by the court to receive the natural construc- 
tion of the actual language employed, the solicitor might, perhaps, be 
tempted to refrain from giving himself any great amount of trouble 
to ensure literal accuracy and completeness in some of the preliminary 
steps at which we have glanced, because it is, and has long been, the 
practice to lean in the direction of imposing on the purchaser, so far 
as words can do so, the co: uences of the vendor’s.errors. But 
technical equity and natural justice have alike demanded that the 
purchaser ‘shall receive fair play, and the solicitor for a vendor 
cannot too distinctly bear in mind that the limits within which errors 
and misdescriptions may be covered up by general sweeping stipula- 
tions have been much contracted in the purchaser’s favour by the 
decisions of the court, insomuch that such stipulations may be said 
to be a snare rather than a protection to a careless vendor. And, 
beyond this, the solicitor must keep in mind that, while in the case of 
a vendor who is beneficial owner the court is content to narrow the 
language of restrictive or one-sided conditions, it goes an important 
step further in the case of a trustee vendor, and forbids him, in the 
language of a late eminent judge, “rashly or improvidently to 
introduce a depreciatory condition for which there is no ne- 
cessity.” 

The point of contact between the vendor and his solicitor over a 
sale will naturally vary much according to circumstances. The whole 
scheme of sale may be cut and dried, and even the purchase-money 
agreed, before the solicitor hears of the matter at all, or, as an as 
extreme, the client may come to his solicitor with a half-formed 
project in his mind of realizing certain property, but without having 
thought out either the time or mode of doing so, and in this latter 
case he may or may not practically commit the whole matter to his 
solicitor, and rely implicitly on his judgment. In the former case 
the solicitor’s pe will be clear enough—he will have law work pure 
and simple before him. In the latter his course of action venll be 
largely determined by the extent of his practical knowledge of the 
property and the most effective method of sale, and in some measure 
also by the custom of the district in which his professional lot is cast 
as to the division of labour between solicitor and auctioneer, and his 
conduct may also, no doubt, be influenced by the circumstance that 
the Legislature has thought fit to remunerate him ially for 
“negotiating” a sale. Believing as we do that this method of 
payment is founded on a total misconception of the proper functions 
of a solicitor,.and that his multifarious qualifications do not fitly 
embrace those of a land valuer and auctioneer, we must at the same 
time admit that many solicitors do as a matter of fact acquire a most 
accurate knowledge of the value of property in et parts of 
the country, and are eminently competent to carry out a vendor's 
instructions in the widest sense without need of other professional 
assistance, But, having said that, we would add that the acquirement 
of such knowledge may, to our thinking, be regarded rather as the 
result of a concurrence of accidental circumstances than as part of a 
solicitor’s training for his profession, and that the solicitor should not 
be tempted either by unwillingness to confess the true limits of his 
powers, or by a not unnatural desire to put into his pocket a negotia- 
tion fee, to undertake work with which he has no familiarity, and a 
& lawyer no concern. He should at the stage of receiving instructions, 
unless he clearly sees his way with justice to hisclient and himself to 


ining to a sale which lie beyond the true confines of a solicitor’s 


There is little to be said as to the taking of instructions for a 
urchase 


In the case of a purchase of leasehold property, the la 
client will be alive to o fact that a lease haea limit of time attached 
to it, and involves the payment of so much rent, but he will often be 
totally oblivious of the circumstance that he will be undertaking 
~~ obli oe of a par of Fae gare and his solicitor’s first 

uty wi to point this out to hi op compen to taking steps for 
ascertaining what the covenants are. It is by no means an uncommon 
thing for a man to negotiate for the purchase of a lease with intent to 
devote the pro’ to some special purpose, and then to find when 
he comes to his solicitor to carry out the in that the covenants 
in terms prohibit the use of the premises for , 80 that the 
whole object of the purchase would be defeated. Neither is it an 
unknown thing for a lease to contain specially onerous or restrictive 
covenants which have only to be communicated to a client in order to 
alter his whole view of the transaction. 

The purchaser who buys property at an auction sale generally 
commits himself irrevocably to the conditions of sale by signing a 
contract before consulting his solicitor at all, so that the latter must 
fain take a hard and fast contract as his starting point. But there is 
to be found such a man as a prudent purchaser who will bring to his 
solicitor a print of the particulars and conditions before the sale, and 
request his opinion on them. In such a case the solicitor should be 
careful to draw his client’s pointed attention to any onerous or 
unusual conditions, and he may often usefully obtain his client’s 
permission to see the vendor’s solicitor, and ascertain (as he usually 
can without much difficulty) from him what is practically involved in 
a condition which seems to im on the purchaser sn unknown 
quantity of risk or obligation. mditions are often framed on the 
principle of bringing a steam hammer into requisition to crack a nut, 
and a stipulation which looks very formidable on paper may melt to 
very harmless dimensions when traced to its origin. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


MEANING OF “LAND” IN CONVEYANCING ACT, 1881, 
SECTION 5. 
(In re Lake and Taylor’s Mortgage. Spain v. Mowatt, 33 W. R. 597.) 
These cases would seem to lead to some very curious conclusiuns 
among other matters) as to the meaning of the word “land” in the 
mveyancing Act, 1881, s. 5; though their value is considerably 
impaired by the fact, which is obtrusively obvious, that nobody 
concerned dreamed of the possibility of any question arising in 
regard to such a matter. It seems that, in December, 1882, certain 
contractors mortgaged certain shares, ‘‘to which were entitled 
under a syndicate agreement,” in certain agreements for leases of the 
Milford Haven Railway, Harbour, and Pier, and the Milford Estate, 
to secure a sum of cash then advanced and a sum recited to be due 
on certain bills of exchange ; and it was provided that the mortgage 
should not be paid off, without the consent of the m until 
the 15th of December, 1884, the mortgagee in the meantime having 
the option to take, in repayment of a portion of the mortgage-money, 
a specified portion of the mo shares. Early in 1883 the 
mortgagors were adjudicated and Messrs. Spain and Cape 
were appointed trustees. The trustees, in April, 1884, agreed to sell 
to the Milfora Haven Railway and Estate aw all their interest, 
as trustees in bankruptcy, for £15,000; and ent for sale 
provided that a part of the purchase-money sho be paid into 
court, under section 5 of the Conveyancing Act, for the discharge of 
any claim which the mortgagee might establish. subsequent 
arran ent this money was not Page into court, but was deposited 
in a in the joint names of the trustees and of two directors of 
the company. The trustees were disputing the claim of the mort- 
gagee upon the alleged ground that he taken his mortgage 
with notice of a prior act of bankruptcy committed by the mort- 
,. + pundeanenn, i ee apany yet a summons 
under the Conveyancing Act, asking e ited money might 
be brought into court, and for an account of aah on due. They 
afterwards issued a writ, asking (inter alia) for redemption of the 
mortgage, and for an injunction to restrain the mortgagee from exer- 
cising his option. Ona motion being made for an injunction, and 
Areca Ta we Ry sogge a Begs, Boe rnin Mr. Justice 
Pearson remarked that, if the trustees wished effectually to dispute 
the claim of the mortgagee, they must take to set aside 
his mortgage ; and they accordingly commenced the above-mentioned 
action of Spain v. Mowatt, After certain interlocutory i 
the company’s summons and a motion in the action came on 
together, when Mr. Justice Pearson made an order having several 
features worthy of remark, among which we have only » 





pai with it, insist on being fortified with skilled aid in all matters 
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pace to 
notice the following, which is perhaps the most noteworthy. The 
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learned judge said, quite truly, that section 5, sub-section (1), of the 
perp ete hep provides that where Jand is sold out of court, the 
court may moneys to meet incumbrances to be brought into 
court upon certain ified terms; and proceeding, as he said him- 
self, ‘“‘under the Act,” he ordered the deposited money, with a 
further amount of £10 per cent,, to be paid into court, apparently to 
meet anything which might be found due to the mortgagee upon his 
mortgage. It seems then that certain shares in an agreement for a 
lease, to which somebody is ‘‘ entitled under a syndicate agreement,”’ 
is ‘‘land” within the meaning of the haga yk sbare } referred © It 
syndicate agreement in question was of the usual type of suc: 

agreements, it would only confer an equitable interest even in the 
agreement for the lease. It follows t a share of an equitable 
interest in an agreement for a lease is land within the meaning of the 
section. The Act elsewhere (s. 2, sub-section ii.) defines /and, unless 
a contrary intention appears, to include ‘‘land of any tenure, and 
tenements and hereditaments, corporeal or incorporeal, and houses 
and other buildings, also an undivided share in land.” We confess 
to feeling a strong curiosity to know under which of these different 

ings we are to rank an equitable interest in an agreement for a 
lease. It is a fact worthy of note that neither the learned judge nor 
any of the learned counsel is reported to have thought it worth his 
while to advert even for a moment to this interesting question. 


5 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 


Fravputent Conveyance—Voiuntary SerrneMent or RENEWABLE 
Leasenotp—Svsszqvent Renzwat sy Serrion w His own Name— 
*‘*Tausr sy Consrxucrion on Opzration or Law”’—27 Exim. c. 4— 
Sratcre or Fravps, s. 7, 8.—In a case of Brinton v. Lulham, before the 
Court of Appeal, No. 2, on the 16th imst., there was a question as to the 
right of a person entitled under a voluntary settlement of a renewable 
lease to the benefit of a renewed lease of the property subsequently 
obtained by the settlor in his own name. In January, 1856, a lease of 
the property for forty years, at an annual rent of 5s. 6d., and subject to 
certain covenants, was granted by the Corporation of Southampton. 
By. custom, this lease was renewable every fourteen years, for a 
similar term and at a similar rent, on payment of fine. In May, 1865, 
the leased was assigned to L. in consideration of £1,060. In December, 
1865, L., in = ager cage ica and affection for his wife, 

, upon to permit her to hold the 
property, and to dispose of the same as she should 


trustees for further assurance. There was no covenant by the trustees to 
a een ae eoctnnnts oe the lease. In March, 1870, 
obtained from the corporation a renewed lease to himself of the 
rent, and subject to similar covenants, in con- 
surrender of the old lease, and the payment of a fine of 
contained a statement that the original lease 
L. He handed over the old lease, from which 
4 oe oe ee eee, wae to he Wife. 
remained apparent possession of the property, and in recei 
of the rents, until his death in March, 1878, making a weekly payment 
respect of the rents to his wife. This action was brought by a residuary 
ee a oe ee The widow claimed to be 


F 
cee 
Fae 


trustee and the widow were willing to ratify the 
the old lease. It was contended on 
behalf of the plaintiffs that the court would not assist the widow, who was 


i 
E 

i 
uF 


ting. Kay, J., held (32 W. R. 
pe Neds of Price v. Jenkins (L. R. 5 Ch. D. 619), that the 
was not ¥ 


the scttiement. It unnecessary to decide testion on the Statate 
A Viizabeth. Laxvier, L.J., as the testince ected as agent for 


but section 4 did, and it was not necessary that,the trust should be 
Yur, L.J., comeurred. —Covnses, Covens- Hardy, Q0.,;} 
Healey, Hooritt, A0., wad E. Ford; Badewh, SBorvwrtons, 





and Chadwyck- 
Madman § Cs. ; J. Harwood ; Crowder, Anstie, & Vieard. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


TrNxant ror Lirk anp REMAmDERMAN—WaAstTING ProrERTy—ConveEr- 
ston.—In a case of Poller v, Pegg, before Pearson, J., on the 16th inst., 
the question was whether leasehold property, given by a testator on trust 
for a tenant for life and remaindermen, ought to converted.. The 
testator ‘gave all the residue of his real and personal estate to trystess, 
upon trust to pay the annual. income thereof to his wife during her life, 
and, after her decease, upon trust to sell the said residue of his real 

estate in manner therein mentioned, and to divide the p: 

ereof between certain persons therein mentioned. The residue wo 
toa great extent of leasehold houses, and the question was whether the 
wife was entitled to the rents in specie durin life, or whether the 
honses ought to be sold, and the proceeds invested in securities of a 
permanent nature. Prarson, J., held thatthe leaseholds must be 
converted. He said that there was no doubt that the general rule was 
that, when a testator, without anything more, limited property on trust 
for A. for life, with remainder to B., property which was of a wasting 
nature ought to. be converted, so as to carry out the intention of the 
testator to benefit the remainderman, and prevent the possibility of the 
property coming to an end during the life of the tenant for life. That 
rule was observed in Macdonald v. Irvine (L. R. 8 Ch. D. 101), in which 
the Court of Appeal were divided in opinion, James and Th r, L.JJ., 
holding that the property ought to be converted, and B y, LJ., 
being of opinion that the tenant for life was entitled to the income in 
specie. There Thesiger, L.J. (p. 121), quoted from the judgment of Lord 
Romilly, M.R., in Morgan v. Morgan (14 Beav. 72), where he said: “In 
my opinion, the rule of law is that, unless there can be gathered from 
the will some expression of intention that. the property is to be enjoyed 
in specie, the rule in Howe v. Earl of Dartmouth is to prevail.’ In Hinves 
v. Hinves (3 Hare. 611), Wigram, V.C., said: “It certainly has always 

peared to me that, in the more modern cases, the court, in applying 
the rule, has leant conversion as strongly as is consistent wit: 
the supposition that the rule itself is well founded.” It was rather 
difficult to reconcile these two doctrines. But his lordship took the rule 


to be that wasting property must be converted, unless there was some 
indication of an intention on the of the testator that the tenant for 


life was to enjoy it in specie. the gift was simply to A. for life, with 
remainder to B., there must be conversion. In the present. case, there 
was no mention in the residuary gift of freehold, copyhold, and leaseho 
property ; it was only a gift of the residue of real and personal estate. 
in, there was no mention made of rents. The word ‘“‘income”’ would 
include rents, but it was not a specific term pointing to rents. Again, 
there was no direction to the trustees to permit the wife to receive the 
income, which might point to a receipt of something already in existence ; 
there was only a ion to the trustees to pay the income to her. All 
these things, in his lordship’s opinion, were opposed to the notion that 
she was to receive the rents of the leaseholds im specie. Alcock v. Sloper 
(2 M. & K. 699) was relied on, and it was said that, because there was a 
direction to sell the property after the death of the wife, therefore she 
must have been intended to enjoy the income in specie during her 
life. That argument would apply to all the personal estate, and it was 
plain that some part of it must be got in before her death. The facts of 
Alcock v. Sloper were very peculiar; there was a distinct direction to sell 
the leasehold property at the death of the tenant for life. Collins v. 
Collins (2M. & K. 703) was also distinguishable from the gem case, 
for there the testator gave to his wife all and every part of his property in 
every shape, and without any reserve, and in whatever manner it was 
situated, for her life ; and, at her death, the property was to be divided. 
Admitting that there was great difficulty in applying the general rule, 
which seemed very simple when it was stated, and not saying that he had 
no misgiving, his lordship did not think that the present case was an 
exce from the general rule.—CounseL, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and 
Woodroffe ; Everitt, Q.C., and Badcock ; Langworthy ; McS8winney. 
Soutcrrons, Robinson, Preston, ¢ Stow ; Crowder, Anstie, § Vizard. 





Locat woarD—Finuine ure Vacancres—Quorum—Pusiic Heauru Acr* 
1875, scuepuLe 1, part 1, ue. 2, 9; scuepuLE 2, part 1, x, 65.—In & 
case of The Newhaven Local Board v. The Newhaven School Board, before 
Pearson, J., on the 12th inst., a Papo arose as to the power of a local 
board to fill up casual vacancies in their number. By the Public Health 
Act, 1875, schedule 1, (1), r. 2, ‘* No business shall be transacted at 
on eae meeting ’’ (of a local board) ‘‘ unless at least one-third of the 

number of members be present thereat, subject to this qualification, 
that in no case shall a larger quorum than seven members be required.’’ 
And by rule 9, “Phe proceedings case nage sate be eee 
any vacancy or Vv: among mem or by any defect in 
the er nes Bs schedule. eae The ye Graal eatany 
any mem .”’ By se > ), x. 65, casual vacancy 
occurring death, tion, cation, failure duly to élect 
members, or otherwise, in a local board, shall be filled up by the local 
board out of qualified within six weeks, or within such further 
period as the Local ernment Board may order allow; but the 
member 60 chosen shall retain his office so long only as the vacating member 
would have retained the same if no vacancy had occurred.’’ ‘I'he action 
defendant board from rebuilding their schools 
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members, and, by the board as then appointed, the line of building was 
prescribed. Since that time a board been elected by the ratepa 

On behalf of the defendants it was objected that the board had en’ 
lapsed, because the full number of the quorum, which was three, 
not be constituted by the two remaining members. On behalf of 
plaintiffs it was contended that the choice of members to fill casual 
cies was not business within the meaning of rule 2 of schedule 1, part 
Pgarson, J., held that rule 2 applied to the filling up of vacancies, 
that, consequently, the local board had lapsed when the building line 
prescribed, and that, therefore, it was not duly prescribed. And 
accordingly refused to grant an injunction.—CounseL, Cookson, Q.C., and 
Corrie Grant ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Ashton Cross. Soxicrrors, Wood, 
Bird, § Wood; Speechley, Mumford, § Co. 


af 


ree 





Pracrice—VENDOR AND PuRcHASER—JUDGMENT FoR Sreciric Perrorm- 
ANCE—LIBERTY TO APPLY—ORDER FOR Rescrsston or Conrract.—Ih a case 
of The Corporation of Hull v.. Morten, before Pearson, J., on the 12th inst., 
a question arose as to making an order for the rescission of a contract for 
the purchase of land under the general liberty to apply reserved in a 
judgment for the specific performance of the contract. The plaintiffs 
were the vendors; the defendants were the representatives of the 
purchaser, who was dead. At the trial judgment was given for the 
specific performance of the contract, by which accounts were also 
directed. And it was declared that the plaintiffs were entitled to a lien 
on the land for what should be found due to them on the taking of the 
accounts. And, in case default should be made in payment by the defend- 
ants of what should be found due to the plaintiffs, within a month from 
the date of the chief clerk’s certificate, liberty was given to the plaintiffs 
to apply as to enforcing their lien by a sale or otherwise. General liberty 
to apply was also reserved. The estate of the purchaser was being 
administered by the court, and was insolvent. The value of the land was 
less than the amount which the certificate had found to be due from the 
defendants to the plaintiffs. The plaintiffs, under the general liberty to 
apply, moved for an order for the rescission of the contract. Psarson, 
J., held that he had power to make the order, and he accordingly ordered 
the contract to be rescinded. —Covunssn, @. Curtis Price; Davenport. 
Souicrrors, Collyer-Bristow § Co. ; Cunliffe, Davenport, § Co. 





TrusTEE—INVESTMENTS INVOLVING UNnuimiTeD Lianmrry—Banx SHarzs 
—Power or Court to orper Satz.—In a case of Millett v. Haworth, 
before Pearson, J., on the 16th inst., a question arose as to the power of 
the court to order shares in a bank (which formed part of a trust cata: 
the liability on the shares being for some purposes unlimited, to be sold, 
contrary to the wish of the tenant for life, in order to relieve the trustees 
from liability. A testator, by his will, executed in 1865, bequeathed to 
three trustees his fifty shares in the South Australian Banking Company, 
and also his thirty-four shares in the South Australian Land Company, 
upon trust to pay the dividends, interest, or income thereof respectijveiy, or 
of the securities in or upon which the same should for the time being be 
invested, to his niece O. during her life, for her separate use, without power 
of anticipation, and after her death on trust for her children, and, in 
default of children, on trust for five named persons in equal shares. 
And the testator declared that it should be lawful for his trustees, at any 
time or times, by the express direction and with the consent in writing of 
C. during her life, to sell the bank and land shares, and to invest the 
proceeds of sale in the securities therein mentioned. The testator died 
in 1865. At that time the South Australian Banking Company was 
ge by acharter, granted for twenty-one years, which would expire in 

868. By that charter the liability of the shareholders was limited to 
double the original amount of the shares. The shares were of the nominal 
amount of £25, the whole of which had been paid up, so that the further 
liability was £25 per share. In 1866 the company obtained a supplemental 
charter for a further period of twenty-one yearsfrom 1868. The provisions of 
this charter were in substance the same as those of the former one, except 
thata ws power of issuing notes was given, and the capital was Seana 
Tn 1884, the company obtained an Act which empowered them to register 
with limited liability. The _— was not increased, but the power of 
issuing notes was considerably enlar and the area of the bank's 
cpeations was extended. And it was provided that, as regards notes issued 
by the bank, the liability of the bank should, after the expiration of seven 
years, be unlinvited. The trustees, one of whom was an original trustee, 
and the other two had been ae ae desired to sell 
the shares, so as to relieve themselves from li ty ; but the tenant for 
life would not consent to a sale, the effect of which would have been 
greatly to diminish her income. This action was commenced by origin- 
ating summons, by the trustees against the tenant for life, asking for an 
order to sell the bank shares, without the direction or consent of the 
tenant for life, and to re-invest the proceeds on any of the securties 
authorized by the will, without any further consent of the tenant for 
life. Pxanson, J., declined to sanction this ocoftrse. He said 
that the application was a very novel one, The trustees were 
asking to relieved from the trust which they had undertaken. 
There were, no doubt, cases in which trustees had —- or for some 
other reason found it inconvenient to act in their trust, or where the 
tenant for life had so embarrassed them that they might pro ask the 
court to relieve them, and in such oases the court had assisted But 
there was no case to be found like the present. The tenant for life had 
done nothing wrong; the trustees had not been embarrassed 
done by her. The trustees only said that the burden of the trust had now 

680 much greater than it was, that they were entitled to be relieved, 
by having the bank shares sold, and somo more innocuous investment 








substituted. No authority had been cited in wappeyt ot their claim. No 
doubt the liability on the shares was now very different from the original 
liability, ee ee Se ee But the ae ar 
not accrue for seven years; the old liability remained until the 891. 
Till 1891 the trustees would not be more heavily burdened when 
they accepted the trust. It was said that the liability in respect of notes 
was larger than it was, by reason of the increased issue, but his lordship 
did not think that the court could that. No doubt, if the nature 
f the liability had become entirely altered, the court would relieve trus- 
tees so far as it. could. But his lordship did not think that either party 
expected that the bank would continue in exactly the same position as it 
was when the testator died. By the original charter power was expressly 
reserved to apply to Parliament for an Act. Nor was the danger so 
wey gd that the court ought to intervene contrary to the wish of the tenant 
or life. Ifthe trustees could find other seapecane and proper persons 
willing to tthe trust, the court would aid them in ing the 
burden. But, the increased liability being very shadowy until 1891, his 
lordship thought that the court ought not now, m7 the wish of the ten- 
ant for life, to take a which would reduce income by one half. 
He should, therefore, e no order now, but adjourn the hearing of the 
summons, with liberty to apply.—Counsgt, Cookson, Q.C., and Stock ; G. 
Williamson. Soxicrrons, Coode, Kingdon, § Cotton; Williamson, Hill, § Co. 





Luoarep Company—RecistraTION oF CHARGES AFFECTING Property oF 
Company—EquiTaBLe CHARGE GIVEN To Company’s Soticrron—ComPanrEs 
Act, 1862, s. 43.—In the case of In re The General Horticultural Company 
(John Wills, Limited), before Chitty, J., on the 16th imst., the question 
was raised whether an equitable charge over certain leasehold 
sold to, and in possession of, the company was avoided by reason 
of non-regi i under the Com Act, 1862, s. 43, which 
provides that ‘‘every limited company shall keep a register of 
all mortgages and charges specifically affecting property of the 
company, and shall enter in such i in respect of each 


or persons entitled to such charge. If any property of the company is 
mortgaged or charged without such entry as aforesaid being made, every 
director, manager, or other officer of the company, who knowingly and 
wilfully authorizes or — ag a a rey 5 a incur @ 
ty not exceeding £50. t appeared equitable « was 
given on the 17th of December, 1879, to Mr. Whitehonse, a solicitor, by Mr. 
Wills. The company wasin on the 18th of March, 1880, and on 
the 17th of March, 1880, Mr. Wills agreed to sell to a trustee for the com- 
pany the property charged, 
yable in cash and shares. e I 
ces, and the purchase-money would have been sufficient 
to have paid off all the then incumbrances in full. The 
adopted by the company, but they were not able to carry out 
and in January, 1881, the vendor, Mr. Wills, agreed to waive his vendor’s 
lien until the company were in a position i 
dividend of five cent. The company w 
1882. Mr. Whitehouse had acted as solicitor for the 
incorporation down to the time of the winding up, and claimed the prop- 
erty under his charge. It was contended, on behalf of the official liquida- 
tor, that Mr. Whitehouse was an officer of the 
meaning of the section, on the auth of Ex parte Valpy and (20 
W. R. 347, L. R. 7 Ch. 289); that charge ‘specifically ~ 
property of the company and required registration, and that in accord- 
ance with the decisions under the section, as the charge was not registered, 
Mr. Whitehouse could not now enforce the same. . It was contended by 
Mr. Whitehouse that the section was not intended to apply, and did not 
apply, to an overriding charge and one entered into before the incorpora- 
tion of the company, but only to mortgages and charges created  F ~ 
company itself, and that the did not ‘‘ affect’ any property of the 


company itself. Currry, J., said that the words of the section showed 
that the mortgages and charges referred to were those created by the 
company itself. The words, ‘‘if any is subject or changed,” 
although in the t had really a future » and it was to 
be noticed that name of mortgagor was not one of the things re- 
quiring to be registered, The for sale was registered, and he 


agreement 
did not see how the registration of the equitable would give eredi- 
i oe the 


ay \s 

paid, would be applied pro tanto in satisfaction of the charge. No doubt 
the decisions ehowes thas. See casage veunizen repeantion Scum Babe 
enforced by an officer of the . He did not consider that the 
ch ised Tegistretion, and, therefore, he gust refese the summona. 
The liquidator must pay the costs of the respondents, and would have his 
own costs out of the assets.—Counsat, Bremeell Davis > Creasey, Q.C., and 
Charles Browne. Soxrcrrons, A. Toovey > W. Ml. M. Whitehouse. 


R. 8. C., 1883, onv. 42, ex. 4, 298—Juprearcrr Act, 1873, s. 3, sve- 
ssctron 8—Eavrranty Exacetton—Misarrrorniation or Taest Moxers 
—OnpgR To Pay Into Courr—EnrorceMent oF —— nY ae yO 
the case of Jn re Coney, Coney v. Bennett, before Chitty, J., on inst, 
a motion was made by the plaintiffs for the appointment of a receiver of the 
defendant's share and interest in a syndicate. It appeared that 
with an order directing him to pay into court 
certain moneys received by him as trustee, but had gone abroad. The 
motion Was resisted, on the ground that the only means of the 
order were those provided by R. S. C., 1883, ond, 42, nm 4, which is as 
follows ;—‘'A judgment for the payment of money into court may be 
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enforced writ of sequestration, or in cases in which attachment is 
authorized by law by attachment.’’ Sprunt v. h (26 W. R. 473, L. R. 7 
Ch. D. 567), and Westhead v. Riley (32 W.R. 573, L. R. 25 Ch. D. 413), were 
referred to. COurrry, J., said that the process asked for by the plaintiffs 
was the cheaper and more convenient mode of enforcing the order, and 
preferable to process by f. fa. The case fell within the enlarged jurisdic- 
tion paatesned on the High Court by the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 25, sub- 
section 8, under which the court had a general power of appointing 
receivers in all cases which it was just and convenient. Moreover, that 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 42, r, 4, was not an exhaustive rule was plainly 
shown by ord. 42, r. 28, which expressly saved other modes of enforcing 
judgments or orders. The plaintiffs, therefore, were entitled to the order 
asked for.—Counset, Romer, Q.C., and Underhill; 8. Hall; A. W. 
Rowden. Souricrrors, Aldridge, Thorn, § Morris, for Fenn, D’ Albani, § 
Billis, Newmarket ; Miller § Miller ; Park, Nelson, Morgan, ¢ Gemmell. 


Practic8—FurEcLosure AnsoLute—EvipEnce or Non- PAYMENT.—In the 
case of Frith v. Cooke, also before Chitty, J., on the 12th inst., upon 
motion by the plaintiff in a foreclosure action for foreclosure absolute, it 

that the only affidavit of non-payment was by the solicitor’s 

attending on behalf of the plaintiff. It was stated the defendant 

had never appeared in the action. Currry, J., after being referred to 

Seton on Decrees, 4th ed., p. 1091, a that an affidavit of non-pay- 

ment was also required from the plaintiff himself, though he had not 

said that he saw no objection to dispensing with the plaintiff’s 
affidavit.—CounsrL, 4. Gordon. Soxicrrors, Kingsford, Dorman, § Co. 





Wru1—Consrrvuction—Leasinc Power—Minine Lease—Ricut To Rents 
—Tzsant vor Lire anp RemarypERMan.—lIn the case of Hunter v. Lord 
Hawke, which came before Bacon, V..C., on the 12th inst., a question 
arose upon the construction of a power to lease mines, and a further 
question arose as to the right of the tenant for life to the enjoyment of 
the whole of the rents reserved under a mining lease, without retaining 
any part as . A testator who died in 1867 devised by his will all 
hus real estate upon trust for his eldest son, the plaintiff, for life, without 

for waste, and, subject to remainders in favour of the 

plaintiff's unborn sons successively in tail, upon trust for his daughters as 
tenants in common in tail; and he empowered the trustees of his will 
‘during the minority of any person entitled under this my will,”’ at their 
discretion, or ‘‘ with the consent in writing of the person for the time 
pone we in tail in possession,’ to lease, or accept a surrender of 
lease, and re-demise and lease any portion of his estates consisting 

of minerals for such term and annual rents as they should deem expedient. 
The testator was at the date of his death entitled to mines under the 
of Hartshay in severalty, and was also entitled to six undivided 
eighths of mines under the township of Ripley. The remaining two- 
eighths belonged respectively to J. J. and J.C. Topham. The whole of 
was demised in 1854, under one indenture, to the Butterley 

y, at certain acreage rents and a minimum rent of £1,500. 
lease contained a proviso in favour of the Tophams that under no 
were they to be entitled to less than two-eighths of the 
minimum rent accruing due in respect of the entirety of both properties. 
In 1880, the minority of the plaintiff, an agreement was entered 
by the trustees of the testator and the Tophams to renew the lease 
the Butterley Company, and also to lease to them some new veins in 
same districts, and the t provided that the terms of the 
former lease should be embodied in the new lease so far as applicable. 
The lied to have the agreement of 1880 carried into effect, 
with the variation that the trustees might grant two leases of the two 
Toe cighthe of the the rents might be oe ee. also asked that 
aggregate minimum rents might id to the Top- 
hams, and that the resid Se might be pat to ties.” Bolore the hearing of 
the summens the Tophams waived their rights under the agreement to 
two-eighths of the le rent. At the date of the application the plaintiff 
had attained twenty-one, and there were also living two daughters of the 
testator, one of whom was an infant. It was contended on behalf of the 
persons entitled in remainder that the original agreement was a breach of 
trust, as it involved the application of trust-moneys for purposes not 
comprised in the trust; that the words ‘‘during the minority of any 
person entitled ” must refer to title in possession, and that consequently 
tenant for life, there being no minor entitled in 
possession and no tenant in tail entitled in possession, the power of the 
trustees no longer subsisted, and it was not competent for them to modify 
the original agreement so as to make it binding upon the inheritance; and 
it to be capitalized for the benefit of the 
remaindermen. Bacon, V.C., said that the most formidable difficulty was 
derived from the words of the power. His lordship could not help what 
the testator meant, but must construe his intention by the language of 
the will. eee ”” could not be construed as “‘ entitled in 


| 


to which they were not strictly entitled, but that was no demanded. 
Therefore the agreement ought to be carried into effect as if there had 
never been any such proviso. As to the application of the rents, the terms 
of the power were very wide, and the tenant for life was not impeachable 
for waste; he was therefore entitled to the whole of the rents.—Covnsazt, 
4. W. Homming, VC., and Eastwick ; R. Gaskell ; H. B. Hemming ; Lovett, 
Souscrron, H. Entwistle, Bury. 





Wri — Coneraverion — Wonns impoxrtino Contrinozncy ~ Veerep 


Rausswona.—In the case of In re Martin, Smith ¥. Martin, which came 


before Kay, J., on the 13th inst., a question arose whether a devise 
which, according to its literal construction, imported a comtingenel, core 
be construed as a vested remainder. A testatrix, by her will, dated in 
1871, devised several freehold cottages at Forest-hill upon trust for E. 8. 
for life, and after her decease upon trust to pay or otherwise permit A. B. 
to receive the rents and profits for the term of her naturual life, if she 
should be living at the death of E. S., butif she.should be then dead, 
upon trust for her two nieces absolutely as tenants in common, and the 
also contained a residuary devise to A. B. A. B. survived E. 8., and 
the question was whether her life estate became into a fee simple 
by virtue of the residuary gift, or whether the two nieces were entitled on 
her death. Kay, J., said that it was argued that A. B. took, not only for life, 
but absolutely by reason of the resid gift, but if that had been the inten- 
tion the specific devise ought to have in fee in the first instance. In 
cases of ambiguity the court had often dealt with gifts in which the literal 
construction imported a contingency, and had treated such gifts as 
remainders, as in Luzford v. Cheeke (3 Lev. 125), Maddison v. Chapman (4 
K. & J. 709, 3 De G. & J.536), Eastwood v. Lockwood (15 W. R. 611, 
L. R. 3 Eq. 487), Gulliver v. Kett (1 Wils. 105), Meeds v. Wood (19 Beav. 
215), and Leadbeater v. Cross (25 W.R. 96, L. R. 2 Q. B.D. 18). Upon the 
authority of those cases his lordship held that the two nieces took vested 
remainders dependent on A. B.’s life estate.—CounseL, Hastings, Q.C., 
and W. Radcliffe; Kekewich, Q.C., and Prior ; R. A. Germaine. Soxtcrrors, 
Marchant § Benwell ; Newton § Wyatt, for Newton ¢ Down, Lewisham. 








Practice—Arripavit—Cnross-EXAMINATION—EXPENSES—R. S. C., 1883, 
onD. 37, R. 22; orp. 38, rn. 28.—In the case of Mansel v. Clanricarde, 
which came before Kay, J., on the 11th inst, the question arose whether 
ord. 37, r. 22, which provides that the practice with reference to the 
examination, cross-examination, and re-examination of witnesses at a 
trial shall extend to evidence taken in any cause or matter at any stage, 
incorporated the provisions of ord. 38, r. 28, to the effect that a party 
producing a deponent for cross-examination shall not be entitled to 
demand the —- thereof in the first instance. By an order made on 
the 22nd of January, 1885, liberty to all ies was given to cross- 
examine and re-examine before an examiner the several persons who had 
filed affidavits in reference to a motion by the plaintiff. ursuance of 
this order, the plaintiff, who resided in Wales,was subpo to attend in 
London, but no conduct-money was offered to her, and she did not 
appear. The defendants now moved that she might be ordered to attend 
at her own expense and to pay the costs of the motion. It was contended, 
on behalf of the plaintiff, that the practice as to cross-examinations, &c., 
mentioned in rule 22 of order 37, did not include the production of the 
witness. Kay, J., said that it had been held in In re Knight, Knight v. 
Gardner (32 W. R. 469, L. R 25 Ch. D. 297) that ord. 38, r. 4, of the Rules of 
1875, which corresponded to ord. 38, r. 28, of the new rules, applied only 
to the trial of the action. But the old rules contained no provision 
corresponding to ord. 37, r. 22; therefore, in his Jordship’s opinion, that 
rule was introduced for the very purpose of preventing there being any 
difference in practice, in this or any other respect, between evidence 
taken at the trial and evidence taken at any stage of a cause or matter. 
A similar question was decided in Backhouse v. Alcock (33 W. R. 407), 
with reference to ord. 37, r.21. His lordship gianted the application, 
with costs.—Oounset, Pearson, Q.C.; Hastings, Q.C., and Dauney. 
Soricrrors, Ellis, Munday, § Bartrum ; Stogdon. 





Practice—Morion ror Jupcment—Serrinc pown—R. S. C., 1883, 
orp. 32, x. 6.—In the case of Warner v. Davies, which came before Kay, 
J., on the 11th inst., the question arose whether a motion for judgment 
under ord. 32, r. 6, ‘‘ where admissions of fact have been made either on the 
pleadings or otherwise,’’ must be set down. The action was a foreclosure 
action by a first mortgagee. The defendant Davies, the mortgagor, did 
not deliver any defence, and the defendant Weightman, who was second 
mortgagee, admitted the plaintiff's title by his defence. The plaintiff 
served notice of motion on both defendants for such judgment as he 
might be entitled to, as be poe the mortgagor, on the statement of claim, 
and as st the second mortgagee upon admissions in his defence. 
This notice was served for a motion day, and the motion was brought on 
as an ordinary motion. The defendant Weightman alone appeared on 
the motion. Kay, J., ordered the action to be set down against the 
defendant Weightman as on motion for judgment, he accepting the same 
notice of motion as notice of motion for the 20th. The action to be in 
the short cause list for that day, and notice to be given to the mortgagor 
that the motion would come on on that day.—Counse., Kekewich, Q.0., 
and W. Spence; Cecil Russell, Soxrscrrors, Howse ; Weightman. 





Practice — Pieapina— Action vor Liset—Puixapinc Marrens oF 
Acoravation—R. 8. C., 1883, onp. 19, x. 4.—In the case of Glossop v. 
Spindler, which came before the Divisional Court (Grove and Denman, 
JJ.), on the 15th inst., a question of pleading arose. The claim was for 

es for libel, and the statement of c alleged, in z= h 1, 
that the defendant falsely and maliciously printed and published of the 


plaintiff in a new certain defamatory matter; and in paragraph 2, 
that ‘‘the def t, on previous occasions, and in furtherance of 
malicious motives on his towards the plaintiff, maliciously printed and 


published of the plaintiff various statements and paragraphs in the said 
new! , and , for convenience of reference, are set forth in the 
a hereto.” The plaintiff onl damages in respect of the 





claimed 
1 set out in h 1. In the appendix were set forth certain 
paragraphs, twenty-one fn all, that appeared from time to time im the 
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t’s newspaper, both before and after the date of the libel for 
which the defendant claimed damages. The defendant applied to have 
h 2 and the appendix struck out as being embarrassing, and as 
bein contrary to the provisions of ord. 19, r. 4, which says that every 
pleading shall contain, and contain only, a statement in a summary form 
of the material facts on which the party pleading relies for his claim or 
defence, but not the evidence by which they are to be proved. The Covurr 
on appeal from the judge at chambers, held that paragraph 2 was properly 
jeaded within the principle of Millington v. Loring (29 W. R. 207, L. R. 6 
B B. D. 190), as it contained a statement of material facts upon which 
the plaintiff would rely at the trial as constituting malicious motives, but 
that the appendix must be struck out of the statement of claim, as it 
contained the evidence to prove the alleged facts in hh 2, and was, 
therefore, a violation of the provisions of ord. 19, r. 4. The Covurr 
allowed the plaintiff to deliver the appendix as iculars of the facts 
alleged in paragraph 2, and cunenll a strong doubt as to whether an 
a to a pleading was in any case allowable.—CounseL, Bankes ; 
McIntyre. Sourcrrons, Wright & Pilley, for Ruston, Clark, ¢ Ruston, Brent- 
ford; Paterson, Son, & Garner, for Woolls, Paterson, § Garner, Uxbridge. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
NEWOASTLE-UPON-TYNE,. 
(Before Judge Hot, Q.C.) 
In re George Turnbull, deceased ; Ex parte Elizabeth Turnbull. 


Insolvent deceased—Testamentary ¥ ses—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
s. 125 (7). 


This was a motion by Elizabeth Turnbull, the executrix of George 
Turnbull, who died insolvent in October, 1884, and whose estate is being 
administered in bankruptcy under an order of this court, that the bill of 
costs of her solicitors, Messrs. G. & F. Brumell, of Morpeth, incurred 
before the administration order, should be —- as a preferential 
debt under the sub-section above referred to, which enacts that, in the 
administration of the property of a deceased debtor, ‘‘ the official receiver 
shall have regard to any claim by the legal personal representative to 

yment of the proper funeral and testamentary expenses incurred by 

im in and about the debtor’s estate, and such claims shall be deemed 
a erential debt under the order, and be payabe in full out of the 
debtor’s estate in priority to all other debts.’’ 

The bill amounted to £53 13s. 4d., of which £2 8s. 8d. was for charges 
for obtaining probate ; £2 10s. 8d. for the fees of the Probate Court ; and 
£5 5s. for a valuation of farming stock, &c. The rest of the charges were 
for advertising for claims, arranging for the temporary carrying on of the 
debtor’s farms, negotiating with the landlord, who claimed a large sum 
for arrears of rent, taking counsel’s opinion, and generally ascertaining 
the position of the debtor’s affairs and advising the executrix. The 
official receiver, acting under instructions of the Board of Trade, to whom 
he had referred the matter, refused to allow more than the items of 
£2 8s. 8d., £2 10s. 8d., and £5 5s. above mentioned, on the ground that 
“testamentary expenses”’ included only the costs of obtaining probate. 


Mr. Robert Pybus (Gibson, Pybus, & Pybus), in support of the motion, 
cited Brougham v. Poulett (19 Beav., at p. 134); Harloe v. Harloe (L. R. 20 
472; Sharp v. Lush (L. R. 10 Ch. D. 468); and In re Young, Young v. 
Dolman (44 L. T. 499), as authorities for the proposition that ‘‘ testa- 
mentary expenses’’ included such charges as those objected to; and 
submitted that the words ‘incurred in and about the debtor's estate ’’ 
were inserted as if to prevent doubt, and also that this court was, for the 
e 8 of section 125, only substituted for the Chancery Division of the 

gh Court of Justice, in which such costs were always allowed as 
between solicitor and client. 


The Official Receiver (Mr. Arthur S. Maples}, in person, that the 
word ‘‘ testamentary’ must be construed literally and strictly; that the 
words ‘‘incurred in and about the debtor’s estate’*’ did not carry the 
meaning further; and that this being a new enactment which had not yet 
received judicial interpretation, the cases cited did not apply. 


’ His Honovr, in giving judgment, said that this was a point which had 
not to his knowledge been raised before, but he felt little difficulty in 
Ceciding in favour of the applicant. The cases cited showed that the 
courts had always held the words ‘‘ testamentary mses,’”” when used in 
wills, to include charges of the kind asked for. oreover, he thought 
that the words ‘‘inourred in and about the debtor's estate "’ did, if neces- 
sary, extend the meaning. These were co which had been 
necessarily incurred by the executrix in the due ce of her office, 
and for which she had rendered herself liable, and it would be 
unreasonable that she should have to pay them out of her own pocket. 
The practice of the Chancery Division, to which the administration of the 
estates of persons who had died insolvent was assigned before the passin, 
of this Act, always allowed the personal representative his expenses o 
this kind. He therefore ordered the bill to be taxed as between solicitor 
and client, on the principle that the words ‘testamentary expenses in- 
curred in and about the debtor's estate’’ are to be construed as not 
limited to the expenses of obtaining probate, but as including the reason - 
able Ae ogee of investigating the position of the debtor’s affairs, and 
gen of administering his estate prior to the administration order, 
and that the amount of the bill when taxed should be deemed a prefer- 
ential debt, and be in full out of the debtor's estate. 
He also ordered the costes of the motion to be paid out of the estate, 





SOCIETIES. 


UNITED LAW CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


The fifty-third anniversary festival of the United Law Clerks’ Society 
was held on Tuesday evening at the Freemasons’ Tavern, the Hon. Mr. 
Justice Wills occupying the chair. A large number of the members of 
the society were present. 

a few m clerks 


oe ee a the year 1832 

for the relief of members, who are required to be law clerks, it has 
grown from small until at the presen’ 

capital of upwards £73,000. The receipts — the past year 
amounted to over £5,300, of which £3,500 was th 

of members, non-members, and their widows families. The society, 
in addition to —- by oe ee and their Bereta 
grants relief, way of loan, mem! g from 

Socunieny pesieere- The number of members who had received relief ix 
sickness during the year was fifty-six, in satisfying whose claims £489 15s. 
had been ed; the total sum paid on account of illness now amount- 
ing to £15,542 18s. An allowance of £50 is made on the death ofa 
member, and half that amount on the death of his wife. The aggregate 
amount of relief afforded to the members since the formation of the 
society is £80,945 14s. 1ld. The society also grants relief, by way of loan, 
to members suffering from temporary pressure, which is paid 
back by instalments without interest. 2 Is. been expended with this 
object during the year, making the total relief afforded out of this fund 
alone £18,227 1s. 6d. 

The Cuarnman, who on rising was received with loud 
the health of ‘‘ The Queen,”’ ing that at the 
must be one of personal anxiety to her Majesty, it was the time of 
all others that they should wish her long life, th, and prosperity. 

The toast having been honoured with customary enthusiasm, 

The Cuarmman gave the health of ‘‘The Prince and Princess of Wales, 
and the other Members of the Royal Family.”” He said that in an 
soeaily 0 huyenS eet aaa Sa ae this 
toast he was proposing the health of, at least, two members of the great 
ae 9 to which those _— belonged. As a Middle Temple man 

i , he was proud to that he was i 
N need Ausilieny Fees Et ie bserved that it had been recently 

avy, and Auxili Forces.’ eo very 
a time when the consideration of what the forces could do was a subject 
which came home to the hearts of the nation. The army in former times 
had always proved itself equal to these critical and difficult periods, and 
he had no doubt that in the future it would show itself capable of as great 
deeds as ever. Nothing could have been more admirable than the 
conduct of the soldiers in the Soudan, surrounded as they were by 
enormous difficulties of many kinds. He hoped, too, that the navy would 
never cease to occupy the highest place in the hearts of Englishmen. 

Mr. Tyrett Pare responded to the toast, ing to the admirable 
conduct of the troops in the Soudan, fighting without sufficient waterand 
food, and without having had sufficient sleep. As for the navy, in all our 
eee wnee Sten: ee ey ee Fe ee 

e sea. 

The Cuarrman proposed the toast of the evening, ‘‘ Prosperity to the 
United Law Clerk’ Society.” He said: I have the honour of introduc- 
ing to you a toast for the special of celebrating which we are met 
here to-night. That is, of course, ‘“‘ ity to the United Law Clerks’ 
Society.’’ Your society is not far off the same as myself. It attains 
on this occasion its fifty-third year, but, unlike gentleman who 
now the honour of addressing you, it is still in its youth, and it has 
Sees wee ts eee eS ee ee There is 
reason why it should grow old. It has no —_ to fear, it has 
failing health to look forward to, it has no to 
in the distance, possibly not very far off. And yet the flight of 
brings with it some solemn — which it would be scarcely 

riate to over in silence on occasion, festive and bright as it 

e have lost, since the last time you met here, one of the 
the noblest and one of the greatest patrons that this society ever had 
satisfaction of calling its own in sympathy and in interest, in 
that could create that bond between ee heres 
Lord Cairns, iety, loss to profession to 
which he belonged, a greater loss still to the country which had the honour 
of claiming him as its own. It is not for me tomake comparisons between 
one _ man and another, especially in my own profession, 
not be making an invidious comparison when I that within time 
and within my recollection no man has TS 
more honourable reputation than the ; 
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a Liberal like myself as well 
ata moment when, but that the 
nation in that the 





eminent services, of his experience, of his clear intellect ; 
it is particularly the time when we should in passing at express our 
regret that he is no us, Reet gpl pt mate 
us read leads us to of death J should not like to pasg 





t 


INN TN SAN SEIY LARS SRNR He A eB RIE. Ir einen alee trat 


558 ‘ THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL... _. 





June 20, 1885" | 








over unnoticed in the few remarks which it is my privilege to have the 
opportunity of addressing to you. An old friend of my own, a man well 
known in Westminster Hall as well as in the new Law Courts, a man 
esteemed and respected alike in Westminster Hall and in the Royal Courts 
of Justice and wherever be was known, was our late friend Francis 
Turner, whose most untimely death we deplore and emphatically deplore. 
But if men must grow old and die, there is no reason why your society 
should wax old or should contemplate either decadence or death in the 
future. You have but to conduct it upon right principles and there is no 
reason why the wish which we must everyone of us feel, esto perpetua, should 
not be ized in practice and in future, and I am rejoiced to see that your 
committee in the able report which I have had the pleasure of 
reading have had thé courage to bring before you the fact that your 
figures, which appear so favourable in your balance-sheet, must be carefully 
‘ini and must be subject to the ceaseless vigilance and watchful- 
ness of those whose duty it is to conduct the affairs of this society, in 
order that they may not lead you upon a false scent, and beguile you into 
a ess and a want of interest begotten in the confidence of the full 
tide of success which might be unfounded. Your actuary, Mr. Hardy, 
warns you, and one would like to emphasize the warning, that a society 
which, although it has attained a length of years which in the life of man 
is considerable, is yet, in the life of societies of this kind, inits early man- 
hood, must look forward, and must see that the future is well cared for as 
well as the present in prosperity and apparently in the full tide of success. 
And, says Mr. Hardy, as I Sadatesdt him, the time must come, and 
must come gradually and surely year by year, when larger and larger 
demands must be made upon the funds of this society, because the od 
when everybody was contributing to and few people taking from the funds 
of the society is coming to its natural termination, and the time is at hand 
when the funds wiil be more and more drawn upon by those who have 
legitimate claims upon the society, and who are rapidly verging towards 
that age and that stage in life in which their needs will claim the assist- 
ance to which they are entitled, and which it is the privilege and the 
object of this society to minister. I am not going to preach any sermon 
to you, but I think that, with regard to the society to which we must all 
wish so well, that it is scarcely out of place to emphasize the warning 
which Mr. Hardy gives, and to call upon you who have so vital an interest 
in the success of this undertaking to do what he says—to support it con- 
tinually and constantly, and to support it, not only by your own personal 
contributions but by an accession of that personal zeal—by bringing to 
bear upon your fellows and your associates in the honourable profession in 
which you are all engaged what pressure you can to bring within this 
ample fold those who yet stay without it, and to call upon those who 
— tocontribute to its funds and become its members, to join its ranks 
swell its numbers. Nobody can doubt, all experience shows it, that it 
is by widening the area of support, and thus diminishing the operation of 
mere chance, and reducing the influence of fluctuations in different direc- 
tions tosomething like a dead certainty of mere statistics—it is by that means, 
and by that means alone, that the continued and continuous prosperity of 
a society of this kind can be secured, can be fortified, and can be continued. 
It is difficult, very difficult, to find new topics to touch upon in an address 
like this, because there is scarcely a thought that can occur to one that 
—s has not been repeated from this chair on some occasion or other 
times gone by. A very great man belonging to antiquity—the Chinese 
philosopher, Confucius—is said, upon one occasion, to have been asked 
what was the most difficult thing that he knew of, and he said, after a 
eo and time taken to consider, that, to his mind, it was to find 
a hat, on a very dark night, in a place where it was not. I think, 
if he had been the chairman upon an occasion like this, he would have 
added to his list of difficulties that of saying something which was new, 
which was also true, and of not confining himself, if he said anything 
which was new, to that which was not true, and, if he said anything true, 
to that which was not new. Fortunately, the truth is not always the 
worse for being of some use, and I am happy to have the occasion of 
asking you, who belong all to the same honourable profession as myself, 
what is the interest we all have in common in upholding its dignity, its 
respectability, and the consideration which it should enjoy in the eyes of 
the public. And there is one outside of your body to whom these 
remarks more particularly apply, because I cannot help feeling, from my 
Saat i 4 on the bench, how much the administration of 
ustice in most important, though not much thought of, department 
which consists of the business in judges’ chambers “Teneete upon the 
veracity, the trustworthiness, the honour, and the integrity of the clerks 
who practise in that arena. I cannot help thinking that the public 
estimation in which men of that class are held, and will be held, 
largely upon those habits of thrift, prudence, and frugality, 
-restraint and temperance which alone can give birth to a society of 
this kind, which alone can maintain it in usefulness and prosperity, and 
which alone can ensure its continuity and its lengthened and permanent 
existence. May I be pardoned if I permit myself, from a selfish point of 
view, to say that it isa ical conviction driven home to me, day by 
day, by my new duties, how much the administration of justice owes to 
the qualities of mind to which I have adverted, which leads me to 
throw my whole heart and soul into the toast which I am asked to 
to you this night, because I cannot help feeling that the exist- 
ance of a great society like this, that the good which it has done, the 
good which it does, the good which it is going to do, reflects an honour 
upon the profession to which I, in common with you, belong, and reflects 
an honour specially upon those branches of the profession who contribute 
to the funds of society, which has its own most important part in the 
administration of that justice which it is my privilege to have 
something to do with administering. But I am almost ashamed to have 
intended upon such a subject as this, even for a moment, that personal 
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element, because the interests which are indicated in the toast which it 
Ca eee and 
they belong so essentially to the public, to the future, to the vast of 
men, that something like a personal consideration ought to be entirely out 
of sight and lost to view for ever. There are yet many tousts. to be 
oe pry ; therefore, I must be brief. Therefore, without further preface, 

ut, at the same time, with all the goodwill, with all the sympathy, with 
all the heartfelt respect of which I am master, I propose to your accept- 
ance and ask you, with the utmost cordiality, to receive the toast of 
‘* Prosperity to the United Law Clerks’ Society.”’ 

The toast was drunk upstanding, and with three times three. 

Mr. C. A. Russet proposed the health of ‘‘the Patrons of the Society.” 
After referring to the long list of eminent men who were patrons of the 
society, he spoke of the value of the services of a good clerk. No man 
could attain to a high position in the legal op ree without having felt, 
again and again, the immense assistance to be derived from the services of 
a good clerk ; therefore, there must be good feeling between those who 
were the patrons of the society and its members. He would connect with 
the toast the name of Mr. Horace Davey. 

Mr. Horace Davey, Q.C., M.P., who, on rising to respond, was loudly 
cheered, said he could not but add his tribute to the tribute which had been 
so eloquently paid by the chairman to the late Lord Cairns. He (Mr. Davey) 
could assert from his own personal knowledge that there was no person in the 
profession, or out of it, who took a greater interest in the welfare of this 
society than did the late Lord Cairns, and he knew that there was no 
name which deserved to be more highly honoured and commemorated in a 
society of lawyers of every kind than the name of Lord Cairns. Not 
only was he, when he was at the bar, the model of what an advocate 
should be ; not only did he know how to do that most difficult thing for a 
client, to reconcile his self- t with zeal for his client; but upon the 
bench there was no judge whose judgments were more keenly incisive, or 
which would show a more just appreciation of the facts upon which he had 
to express an opinion, or a more clear and lucid conception of the law 
ae to those facts. But he (Mr. Davey) asked himself why it was 
that these distinguished ju and lawyers who were patrons of the 
society had lent their names for that purpose, and he thought the answer 
to be found was one which was at once creditable to them, and also credit- 
able to the society. It was that they wished to recognize the large debt 
of gratitude which they owed to the members of this society who had 
seryed as clerks with them. No practising barrister would deny the 
obligations he was under to his clerk ; but they also owed large obligations 
to the zeal and attention to their duties which were conspicuous in the 
clerks of solicitors who instructed the barrister. No one would contra- 
dict him if he said that if a man had a difficult, heavy, serious case to 
conduct there was all the difference in the world in the assistance which 
he obtained from one clerk and another, and that his labours were 
lightened by the assistance he received in most cases to a degree which no 
one without the experience would believe to be possible. It was right 
that the society should have honorary members who should express the 
interest which they felt, and justly felt, in the Prosperity of the society 
by contributing towards its funds, and he hoped that the assistance of 
the honorary members might enable the society to be sometimes generous 
béyond, perhaps, the strict requirements of justice, and that was the 
proper purpose to which the subscriptions of honorary members might 
be applied. But if the society was to continue, as he hoped and believed 
it would, to be founded on a sound financial basis, they must do as all 
independent Englishmen did—trust to their own resources. One of the 
qualities which distinguished Englishmen from other nations was their 
independence, their capacity for self-government, for arranging their own 
affairs, for combining together to do that, by their joint effort and con- 
currence, which single individuals could not do by themselves. There 
were countries in Europe where a society of this kind would not be allowed 
to exist, because the Government would be afraid it would have some 
political or social bearing so as to disturb the order of the country. He 
would urge them to preserve the character of Englishmen, and to let the 
society be founded on a sound commercial basis. 

Mr. F. O. Crump, in very genial terms, p’ sed the health of the 
chairman, observing that perhaps it was well that a member of the 
junior bar should be called upon to do so, because the junior barrister 
had the privilege of meeting the {nde at chambers. ; 

The toast was drunk with loud cheering, the company rising to their 


feet. 
The Cuareman, inres $ spoke of his experience when at the bar, and 
the readiness with which the cler 


of other barristers took the opportunity 
of rendering him a service whenever it presented itself, and he had still to 
bear his testimony to the value of the assistance of clerks, both of 
barristers and solicitors, in the performance of his duties in chambers. 

Mr. J. ANpEnson Rosz submitted ‘‘ The Health of the Bench, the Bar, and 
the Profession,’’ inculcating the necessity for those who were strong to 
help the weak, which was one of the main objects of thesociety. 

. J. C. Bicnam, Q.C., who pesponate the course of his remarks 
observed that he recollected well the ys of his practice, when, day by day, 
he had to rely upon the assistance of the solicitor’s clerk at judges’ 
chambers. o man in the room, he believed, was better entitled to 
speak to their integrity, their simple desire todo what was right, and to 
assist in the furtherance of business, was no branch of the 
profession which deserved their thanks more that branch which was 
so well represented that night. It was a noble sight to see the solicitors’ 
clerks and the barristers’ clerks banded together for the purpose of 
assisting each other, and fore, unites as. they ought to be 
the 1} of the pro: the good work of nuisting those who, 
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from ill-health or misfortiine, were unable to come there atid chess Cy 





festivity those present had enjoyed. 
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Mr. J. Srreune, in appropriate terms, proposed “‘ The Health of the 
Trustees and Arbitrators,’ 

Mr. F. W. Houuams replied in a felicitous speech. 

Mr. W. P. Kemsuay gave ‘‘ The Health of the Honorary Stewards,”’ to 
which 

Mr. T. W. WxxeLer responded, and the remaining toast was ‘‘ The 
Ladies,” submitted by Mr. E. P. Kine, and or em by Mr. Srans- 


FELD. 
Donations and subscriptions were announced to the amount of nearly 


£400. 

A selection of music was performed under the direction of Mr. Wilhelm 
Ganz, assisted by the following artistes: —Miss Kate Flinn, Miss Marian 
Mackenzie, Mr. Bernhard Lane, and Mr. J. Donnell Balfe. 


THE GLOUCESTERSHIRE AND WILTSHIRE INCORPORATED 
LAW SOCIETY. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee of the 
society :— . 

Members.—The present number of members is 102. 

Inoorporated Law Society.—Your president, Mr. Ellett, has for the third 
time been elected one of the extraordinary members of the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society for the year. The committee, however, feel 
that. having to the extent of the district represented by this society 
—viz., the two counties of Gloucester and ts—and to the fact 
that there is no other member of the council representing the important 
district composed of those counties and the adjacent West Midland and 
South Wales counties, itis desirable that on the next occasion Sb tance 
amongst the ordinary country members of the council, Mr. Ellett shoul 
be nominated as a candidate for the seat, and the committee recommend 
the society to take steps for furthering his election. 

Preparation of Deeds of Appointment preceding Marriage Settlements.—A ques - 
tion of practice was raised by Mr. W. S. Jones at the last annual general 
meeting, with respect to the preparation of deeds of appointment of an 
intended husband’s fortune to be settled on marriage. The opinion of 
the annual meeting was, that it is the proper practice for the solicitor of 
the spoenter and intending husband to prepare the deeds of appoint- 
ment, but it was resolved to refer the question to the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society. The opinion of the council confirmed that of 
this society. 

Copyhold Enfranchisement Bill.—This Bill having been re-introduced in 
the present session with some material alterations, has again been care- 
fully considered by the committee. The object of the Bill is to make en- 
franchisement compulsory on the first admittance after December 31, 
1885, the lord’s compensation to be an annual rent-charge out of the en- 
franchised property. The committee made, and communicated to the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society, various suggestions and pro- 
posed amendments, including a proposal that where the consideration 
money i foes not exceed £5 it should be paid in cash, and not by way of 
rent-c. . . 

Trustees” Relief Bill.—This is a Bill introduced by Mr. Ince 
for the p of removing doubts created by recent decisions 
as to the | liability of trustees who advance on mortgage of 
house property more than half the value. The Bill proposes, and 
the committee think rightly, to authorize investments of this class made 
bond fide to an amount not exceeding two-thirds of the value. The Bill 
also proposes to declare that trustees properly lending money on lease- 
holds may dispense with an investigation of the lessor’s title, and that 
trustees may sell under general conditions of sale tener wee or adopted 
by any law society, and commonly used in the neighbourhood where the 
property is sold. Some such provision appears to be called for, in the 
interest alike of vendors and purchasers, in consequence of the doubts 
created as to the validity of conditions in very common use by the recent 
case of Dunn v. Flood (32 W. R. 197, confitmed on a 54 L. J. Ch. 
370, following Dance v. Goldingham, 21 W. R. 761, L. R. 8 Ch. 902). The 
committee have proposed the omission from the provision as to conditions 
approved by a law society of the words ‘‘and commonly used”’ as intro- 
ducing a matter difficult of proof, y after lapse of yoars, and as 
being in the opinion of the committee unnecessary, inasmuch as the 
general conditions howe and issued by the law society of any neigh- 
bourhood may reasonably be taken to be representative of the common 
usage of the, neighbourhood. The Bill also proposes to remove the 
difficulty raisedin Re Bellamy (31 W. R. 900) as to payment of purchase- 
money to vendors’ solicitor where vendors are trustees. The result of that 
case was to necessitate the mal attendance of the vendors to receive 
purchase-money or their written authority to pay the same into a bank in 
their joint names. The pews) na pany to authorize the solicitor to receive 
the purchase-money on production of the deed executed, with a receipt 
embodied or indorsed, and a written authority from the vendors for pay- 
ment of the money to the solicitor. 

High Court of Justice (Provincial Sittings) ee Bill, which is 
practically the same as one introduced in previous ons, has for its 
object to provide for continuous sittings of the judges of the High Court in 
populous provincial centres. The society es ag the Bill of last 
session, but in the present position of the Bill of this session the com- 
mittee have not thought it necessary to take any action upon it. 

Leasehold (Facilities of Purchase qf Fee Simple) Bili.—This is a Bill intro- 
by. Mr. Broadhurst, to enable any person holding a lease of a house (the 
term “ house’’ including buildings and grounds not exceeding three acres) 
ne ate than twenty years unexpired, to call upon the lessor b 
es advertisémerit to prove his title in the county court, and then, 

title is approved, to purchase the reversion at its market value, as 





assessed by a jury of five | in the county court. It appears to the 

committee that such a Bill without greater mo i 

might be made the means of inflicting very serious injury upon lessors, The 

committee therefore pro to petition against the Bill, and t 

opposition of local members of Parliament ii i 

prot in the present session, of which, however, there seems no pro- 
nity. 


AcricuLtuRAL Hotpines (Encianp) Act, 1883. 


Distress Clauses—A report of a special committee of the Council cf 
the Incorporated Law Society adopted by the council has 
been communicated to your committee, dealing with the 
question whether the bailiffs appointed by county court judges 
under this Act to levy distresses on agricultural holdings are enti to 
the percentage on the amount levied given by the schedule to the Act. 
The council are of opinion that the are not so entitled. The 
committee caused the substance of this report to be communicated to the 

recommended any 


ttempt Te pact of the bailifs to ppropriate th tage, which, 
a on the e appro e percen 
it seems, was intended and ought to be applied in payment of the land- 
lord’s costs incident to the aiettoee. " = 

Bankruptcy Act, 1883. 
Scale of Costs.—The attention of the committee has been directed to th 


extreme inadequacy of the remuneration allowed to solicitors in matters 
of Larmayist under the new Act. The Council of the Law 
Society and the Associated Provincial Law Societies — invited 
by the Lord Chancellor and the President of the of Trade to 
suggest such alterations in the rules and scale of costs as would be satis- 
factory to the profession, your committee have given close tion to 
the draft rules and scale which have been and , it is 
understood, are now under the consideration of the orities. 
Business Committee.—Your committee have, at hae ing & of 
iw 


Chancery 
Mr. Marshall, the honorary secretary of the 
Societies and a member of the Chancery Business Committee, furnished 
their views on the causes of the delay and expense ia prow ee | ; - 
at the 
used, and 


“I 


ings and the remedies suggested. Your committee represen 
equity jurisdiction of the county courts is extensively 

on the whole, satisfactorily, and might, in their opinion, be 
extended. 

The Solicitors’ Remuneration Order.—As the operation of this Order is a 
matter of — personal interest to the members of this society, the 
committee think it may be convenient to record the decisions which, up 
to the present time, have been given upon the Solicitors’ Remuneration 
Act and the General Order. 

The Act, sec. 2.—This section refers to conveyancing in an action as 
well as out of court, and the scale therefore applies to all conveyan 
whether in an action or not—Stanford v. Roberts, 32 W. R. 404, L. R. 
Ch. D. 155, 53 L. J. Ch. 338, 50 L. T. 147; Flemming v. Hardcastle, 29 
Soricrrors’ Journat, 472. 

The Act, sec. 8, sub-sec. 4.—This section makes no difference as to the 
right to a common order to tax when the solicitor denies that the re- 
muneration was for professional work, and, therefore, that question must 
be decided before an order to tax as for solicitors’ work can be obtained. 
—In re Inderwick, 32 W. R. 541, L. B. 25 Ch. D. 279, 50 L. T. 221. 


General Order, clause 1.—Although all important matters may have 
been performed before the Act came into operation, and nothing was 
done afterwards but the mere formal completion of the purchase, the 
Remuneration Order, schedule 1, applies.—Jn re Lacy ¢ Sons, 32 W. R. 
233, L. R. 25 Ch. D. 301, 53 L. J. Ch. 287, 49 L. T. 755; Re 
Soxrcrrors’ Journat, 28, 51 L. T. Rep. N.S. 657; Re Field, 33 W. R. 
553; Fleming v. Hardcastle, 29 Soxtcrrors’ Journat, 472, Law Times, 16th 


, 1885. 
Clause 2, sub-clauses (a.) and (c.).—The scale does not apply unless the 
work mere, mentioned _ 4. cng tite been done. Schedule 1, part 1, 
mentions four things: u itle, ing conveyance, completing 
conveyance, and preparing contract Soyer “cay if any. It is not 
necessary that a contract or conditions should be prepared, but the 
charge cannot be made unless the other three 
the purchaser di with an inves ion of title, and the title is 


i 


8 


there has been investigation of title so far as necessary, then the scale fee 
applies, as in the case of a repurchase of surplus lands from a railway 
company by the former vendor.—Fleming v. Hardcastle, ante. 

Clause 2, sub-clause A. Rule 2, sec. 1, part 1.—Where 
offered by auction and afterwards sold by private contract, 
solicitor is entitled to commission for conducting the sale and a we 
sum for auctioneer’s —ZIn re Beck, In re Cartington’s Estate, 31 W. 
R. 910, L. R. 24Ch. D. 608, 52 L. J. Ch. D. 815, 49 L. T. 95. 

Schedule 1, part 1.—Purchaser’s solicitor who prepares 
entitled to charge for such preparation in addition to the scale fee.— 
Fleming v. Hardcastle, ante. 

Schedule 1, part 1.—On a re-investment in land of money into 
court under the Lands Clauses Act, the purchaser’s solicitor is, hc eacttion 
to any oh in connection with the proceedings in court or cham 
entitled to the purchaser's solicitor’s scale charge.—Re Merchant Taylors 
Company, Law Journal Notes of Cases, Ind May, 1885. 

Rules—Schedule 1, part 1: rule 11.—A m instracted his solici- 
Jed Pomme eng taint ep ghey solicitor wrote to a 

@ security 000 


third person who recommended (being a for £2, 
at £5 per cent.) to his mother-in-law. She wrote Sher soltataore that her 
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gon-in-law had found a good investment which she wished them to manage 
for her in the usual way, if they considered, after seeing all the papers, 
the mortgage safe and desirable, and that she wished their advice before 
deciding, and subsequently she verbally instructed them to 
and negotiate the loan. The solicitors employed a valuer and 
the title, and the client on their rt authorized them to 
out the m , which was completed. e mortgagor objected 
to the negotiating fee of £20; but Pearson, J., held that the ——* 
solicitors were entitled to the fee, stating that otherwise they would have 
to perform half of their work for nothing.—Jn re Weddali, 29 Soutcrrors’ 
Journat, 85. 
.  Rules—Schedule 1, part 2: rule5.—Where a lease was prepared and 
executed after Ist January, 1883, pursuant to a building agreement (which 
scheduled the form of lease) entered into in August, 1881, it was held that 
the lessor’s solicitors could not charge the ad valorem scale fee for the lease 
under schedule 1, part 1, on the gronnd that the scale charge applies only 
where the solicitors had substantially done the business mentioned in 
schedule 1; and that the charges should have been made out under 
schedule 2, pursuant to clause 2, sub-sec. c. of the Remuneration Order.— 
In re Hickley § Steward, 33 W. R. 320, L. T. Rep. N. 8. 89. 

Schedule 1, part 2.—Where the scale of charges is applicable, charges 
for negotaating a lease are included in the charges for preparing, settling, 
and completing lease and coun’ , and a solicitor is not entitled 
to charge for such negotiations.—Jn re Field, 33 W. R. 504, and on appeal, 
33 W. R. 553. Law Times, 4th April and 2nd a 

Clause 4 and schedule 1, part 1: rule 11.—Property belonging to a 
Innatic was offered for sale by auction in two lots, a firm of solicitors at 
rye being employed by the vendors. The reserved price was 
£8,300, and the property was not sold. In accordance with the practice 
at Liverpool, the auctioneer was paid only the fixed fee of £5 5s. for con- 
ducting the actual sale in the auction-room ; the Bg rye of the par- 
ticalars of sale and other preliminary work, which would in London be 
, according to the Liverpool practice, done 
by the solicitors. A surveyor was also employed, and on taxation the 
taxing master had allowed him a fee of £31 10s. The pro aot having 
gh toe gk pete £16 12s. 6d. un the scale in 
1 schedule 1. The taxing master disallowed this fee, on the 
ground that as an auctioneer and a surveyor had been employed, the 
solicitors had not ‘‘ conducted the sale,’’ but he allowed them two fees of 

vely for instructing the surveyor and for the 
particulars. The soli contended that rule 11 did not apply, on the 
ground that the fee of £5 5s. paid to the auctioneer was not ‘“‘ commis- 
sion ” m the ordinary sense of the word. They also contended that clause 
4 applied. The Court of Appeal (Cotton, Lindley, and Fry, L.JJ.) 
affirmed the’ decision of the taxing master. Cotton, L.J., said that an 
examination of the account of the surveyor’s charges showed that 
many of the things for which he had charged ought to be done by 
person who conducted the sale, consequently the solicitors 
‘had not conducted the sale and could not charge for having done so, the 
having done much of what they should have done. If a solicitor 
ed a surveyor to do the work of conducting a sale, he was not 
entitled to remuneration for conducting it. The ing master 
had said that the percentage for conducting the sale could not be allowed 
was made to an auctioneer, but he admitted that his 
attention had not been directed to clause 4. It might be that the fact of 
@ fee being paid to an auctioneer would not disentitle the solicitor to 
ting’’ the sale, but it was not necesssry to 
present case. Lindley and Fry, L.JJ. concurred. — 
Is ve Wilson, 29 Sorictrons’ Juvunar, 438. Law Times, May 2nd, 1885. 
or the perusal of abstracts is 6s. 8d. for three sheets 
of <ight folios as heretofore, and not 1s. a folio. In re Parker, per Chitty, 
Souscrrozs’ Jovunat, 358. Law Times, 8th March, 1885. 

The most important of these cases as affecting the practice of the 
members of this society is probably Re Wilson. It will be seen, however, 
that the Lords Justices their decision upon the fact that the 
surveyors bill included work ‘‘which ought to have been done by the 

who conducted the sale,” and the court expressly refrained from 

the question whether the fact of a fee being to an auctioneer 

i to remuneration for ucting the sale. It 

facts of this case were, or were regarded 
that the decision affords no sufficient 
enerally by the members 
for their services as such a fee 
in 1883, and g the client 
sale as well as the a eer’s fee, a 
committee to be in accordance with a fair 
i to be just and reasonable 


profession are due to the 
their valuable Digest of the 
e decisions of the courts and ions 
the Act and Order, and the of 
nestions which have arisen in 
the council, and sold at the 
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omAuc opriate 
PrAeswien. The comampittee believe that if the law societies 


| 





throughout the country will avail themselves of every eppeseaily of 
calling attention to and condemning this practice it will be checked, and 
they will find an excellent model for their protest in the able articles and 
letters which, under the title of ‘‘ Officers of the Court,’’ have recently 
appeared in the Soxrcrrors’ Journat on the subject. 





SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Friday, the 
12th inst., Mr. J. Anderson Rose in the chair. The other directors 
resent were Messrs. W. Beriah Brook, Edwin Hedger, R. E. Mellersh 
Godalming), R. Pennington, Henry Roscoe, Sidney Smith, H. S. Styan, 
W. Melmoth Walters, Frederic T. Woolbert, and J. T. Scott (secretary). 
A sum of £325 was distributed in grants of relief, thirty-eight new 
oe admitted to the association, and other general business was 
transac 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The undermentioned gentlemen were on Wednesday called tothe bar :— 

Lrxcouin’s Inn.—Robert Niven, B.A., Oxford; W Henry Horsley, 
B.A., Oxford ; Edward Charles Macnaghten, B.A., Cambridge (Lincoln’s- 
inn Scholarship in Common Law, 1882); John Hammond, B.A., Cam- 
bridge; Arthur John Chitty, M.A., Oxford; Frederick Everard Colt; 
Charles Sweet, LL.B., London; William 4 Beckett-Turner, St. John’s 
College, Oxford; George Harris Devonshire, M.A., Cambridge; Sidney 
Clemens Watson, B.A., Oxford; Arthur Lionel Scott, St. John’s College, 
Cambridge; Alfred Chilton Pearson, B.A., Cambridge; and Walter 
Griffith 

InNER PLE.— George Frederic Marwood, B.A., Oxford; Sir 
Charles Elphinstone Adam, B.A., Oxford; Dudley David Pontifex, B.A., 
Cambridge; Rivers Ker; Walter Guy Coffin kwood; Neville Paul 
Jodrell, B.A., Oxford; Thomas Lansdowne Browne, Oxford; Joseph 
Denham Smith, B.A., Oxford ; Ernest Murray Pollock, B.A., Cambridge ; 
Charles Alexander — Garland, B.A., Oxford; Herbert Gething, 
B.A., Cambridge ; rge Richardson Jackson, B.A., Cambridge; 
Arthur Hilton Molesworth, B.A., Oxford; Edward Nundy, resident 
medical officer, Royal South London Dispensary; Theodore Edward 
Strachey, B.A., Oxford; Arthur Thomas Keen, B.A., Cambridge; 
Francis Dent, B.A., Oxford; Alfred Richard Cornelius Richings, B.A., 
Cambridge ; Robert Sumner Curling, B.A., Cambridge; Arthur Oldham ; 
Alexander Stuart, B.A., Cambridge; Ernest Augustine Gibson, B.A., 
LL.B., Cambridge; Harry Lushington es LL.B., Cambridge ; 
Edmund Archibald Armstrong, B.A., Cambridge; Rowland Metzner 
Estcourt; Arthur Lennard, B.A., LL.B., Cambri ; Reginald Mortimer 
Higgs Jones Mortimer, B.A., Cambridge ; ee an Oakes, B.A., LL.B., 
Cambridge ; Cortes Smith; Eugene Humphreys, B.A., Uambridge; 
Egerton Francis Hodge, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge;,Charles Vernon 
Magniac; Dudley Edward Coutts Falcke, B.A., Cambridge; George 
Herbert Powell, B.A., Cambridge; John Louis Mitchell, LL.B., B.A., 
Cambridge; George Albert Bonner, B.A., Oxford ; Henry Turner Waddy, 
London ; and Kenworthy Brown, B.A., Oxford. 

Mippiz Temrre.—Francis Thomas Hewson; George William Place, 
B.A., LL.B., Dublin University ; Thomas Mendelssohn Horsfall; Francis 
Villiers Hornby, Brasenose College, Oxford; William Connell Prance, 
B.A., St. John’s College, Cambridge; Mill Stephenson, B.A., Caius 
College, Cam e; Hamid Ali Khan, M.R.A.S., M.H.S.; Wellwood 
Lambert Maxwell Needham, Trinity a Cambridge; Israel 
Alexander Symmons, 50 ineas Equity 30 eas Real and 
Personal Property Scholar; Syud Mahomed Nabi-Ullah, B.A., St. John’s 
College, Cam! ; Major Lewis De Teissier Prévost, Graduate Staff 
College; Robinson Fooks Gibson, Queen’s College, Oxford; Gerald 
Aubrey Goodman, University of London; Sydney Talbot Smith, B.A., 
LL.B., Cambridge University; Captain Percy Hughes Hewitt; Thomas 
Bourchier-Chilcott ; Walter Robert Kinipple, B.A., St. John’s College, 
Cambridge; James Macklin, University of London; J. P. F. Walter- 
meyer, B.A., Cambridge University; Archibald Hepburne Stewart, First 
Class 50 guineas Common Law olar, Second Class 30 — Inter- 
national Law Scholar; William Sutton, M.A., St. John’s College, Cum- 
bridge; Leslie De Gruyther, 100 guineas International Law Scholar, 100 

studentship in Roman Law, £25 lecture in Roman Law; 

omas C Poole, London University ; Vernon cis Page, B.A., St. 
Hall, ; John Rickman ht; Anthony Arratoom Avetoom ; 
John Roche Dasent, M.A., University of Oxford ; eil Ross M’Kinnon ; 
Thomas Stafford 8 B.A., Trinity Hall, Cambridge; Eric Blackwood 
Wright, 100 guineas and 30 — Kaquity Scholar, 50 guineas Real and 
Personal Property Scholar, £25 prize Real and Personal Property, B.A., 
LL.B., Trinity College, Dublin; George A. Wood; and William Henry 
Brereton. The following scholarships awarded by the Masters of the 
Bench were announced in Hall—viz., Common Law.—G. A. Goodman, 
100 guineas; H. E. Miller, 30 guineas, Real and Personal Property.— 
H. 5. Cautley, 100 guineas; J. A. Symmons, 30 guineas. Equity.— 


W. K. Le Fanu, 100 Pyar sod A. O. — 20 —— International 
Law.—A Meredith, 100 guineas; A. O. Wright, 30 guineas. 

Guav's Inn.—Thomas Richmond, of Christ Church, Oxford 
M.A., B.C.L., and of Owens Co: , aud of the University 
London, M.A. (Roman ‘ 
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» Manchester, 
Law Studentship, First Class, Hilary Term, 
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1883) ; es Webb (2nd Whewell Scholarship, Cam ened 
oe Tevl Readentehiy, First Class, Trinity Term, 1 1383, Bacon Bebolas 
ship, 1883, and Barstow Scholarship, Trinity, 1885) ; Ferdinand Leo, 
Firminger (Roman Law Studentship, Second ee Fe gt Terms, 1885) ; 
William George Stack, B.A., of the Bengal Ci atlegg Fy 

Cooper Willis ; Charles Henry Glascodine (Lee Prizeman, 1885 

















OBITUARY. 


MR. WILLIAM GRESHAM. 


Mr. William Gresham, solicitor (of the firm of Gresham & Davies), of 
43, Basinghall-street, High Bailiff of Southwark, died at Croydon on the 















13th inst. at the age of eighty-four. Mr. Gresham, who was one of the 
oldest solicitors in the City of London, was born in 1801. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1823, and for over sixty — he bad conducted a 
London practice. . Gresham had long been connected with 
the Corporation of London. He was for several years a common - 
man for the Ward of Farringdon Without, and ~ took an active => 
the business of the court. He was a ited high bailiff of Sou 
in 1859, and he held that “office his d He was 8 perpetual 
commissioner for the counties of Middlesex and Surrey and the ci 
London and Westminster. Mr. Gresham had been for the last few years 
associated in ws with Mr. Alfred John Davies, who is deputy 
high bailiff of Southwar 










SIR WILLIAM MILMAN. 


Sir William Milman, Baronet, died at Tenby on the 17th inst., in his 
seventy-second year. Sir W. Milman was the eldest survi son of Sir 
William Geo Milman, his mother having been the only daughter of 
Mr. Robert Alderson, Recorder of Ipswich. He was born in 1813, and he 
succeeded his father as third baronet in 1857. He was educated at 
Westminster and at Brasenose College, Oxford. He was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1841, and he formerly practised 
on the Oxford Circuit. He was for many a revising barrister. Sir 
W. Milman was married in 1841 to the daughter of the Rev. » Pretyman, 
and he leaves six sons and five daughters. 


















LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Epwarp Freperick Curtps Crarke, solicitor (of the firm of 
Sharland & Clarke), of Tiverton, has been appointed Clerk to the Sipetten 
School Board. Mr. Clarke was admitted a solicitor in 1874. 


Mr. AxcurpaLp ALLEN, solicitor (of the firm of Garrard & Allen), of 
Kettering, has been a appointed Clerk to the Sharnbrook School Board. 
Mr. Allen was admitted a solicitor in 1878. 

Mr. Davin Brynmor Jonzs, barrister, has been appointed Judge of 
County Courts for Circuit No. 28, in succession to Judge Gwilym 
Williams, who has succeeded Judge Benjamin Thomas Williams in 
Circuit No. 30. Judge Jones is the eldest son of the Rev. Thomas Jones, 
of Swansea, and was born in 1845. He was educated at University 
College, London, and graduated LL.B. at the University of London in 
1874. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in June, 1876, and 
he has practised on the South Wales and Chester Circuit, and at the 


Glamorganshire Sessions. 

Mr. Srzruen O'Suavonnassy, solicitor, of Dublin, has been a cugeinted 
Clerk of the Crown and Clerk of the Peace for the County of Lou 
O’Shaughnessy was admitted a solicitor in Ireland in 1873. 

Mr. Gzoroz Oorrry, barrister, has been appointed Secretary to the 
Irish Fishery Board. Mr. Coffey was called to the bar at Dublin in 1883. 
He is a member of the Munster Circuit. 

Mr. Atrrep Tristram Lawrence, barrister, who -. = 
Recorder of the Borough of Windsor, in succession to th 

Maclean Skinner, Q.C., is the second son of Mr. Deviate tt ‘ot 
Pontypool, and was born in 1844. He was educated at Trinity Hall, 
Cambridge, where he uated in the first class of the Law Ti in 
1866. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary 
1869, and he practises on the Oxford Circuit, and at the Staffordshire, 
Herefordshire, and Usk Sessions. Mr. Lawrence acted in 1880 as a 
commissioner to inquire into the existence of corru pt practices in the City 
of Chester, and in 1882 he was —- unior ened to the Admiralty. 
He is a magistrate for Monmouthshire and a revising barrister. 

Mr. Joun Downszn, Q.0,, has been appointed Attorney-General for the 
Colony of South Australia. Mr. Downer is a member of the South 
Australian Legislative Assembly, and a Queen's Counsel for the colony. 

Mr. Cuarntes Mossor, solicitor (of the firm of Mossop & Rolfe), has 
been elected a member of the Metropolitan Board of Works, as a repre- 
causative of the Cheleoa Vestry. Mr, Mossop was admitted a solicitor in 






























vod Tuomas Eomunn Paor, solicitor (of the firm of Hotson & Page), 


pointed a 





Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. Mr Page was admitted in 
January, 1877. 


Pg 5 Joun Banruerr, solicitor (of the firm of Pedley & Bartlett), of No. 
been ap- 


, Bush-lane, Cannon-street, London, and Kent, has 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in Supreme Court of 


Mr. we J. Hotyoax, solicitor, of Leicester, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Barrow-on-Soar Board of S a 
Rural Sanitary Authority 

Cambridge, 


School Attendance Committee, and 
Hol “+s (aaa a neat and was admitted 
Mr. eda Seuss Srzeruzns, Q.C., 
Lincoln‘s-inn. 
The Right Hon. James AnrHony Lawson, one of the of the 
r EL. at the 
Oxford Commemoration. 

Mr. Cumsertanp Henry Wooprvrr, barrister, has been sppointed by 
the Master of the Rolls Keeper of the Masters’ Documents. Mr. 
Kent, and was born in 1847. He was educated at Winchester, 

Merton College, Oxford, where he ead tae eae tak 
modern history in 1870. He was to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 


a solicitor in 188 

has been elected a Bencher of 
Queen’s Bench Division, received the Honorary Degree of 
Woodruff is the second son of the Rev. John Woodruf, vies of Upehureh, 
Hilary Term, 1875, and he practises in the Chancery Division. 


Mr. Franx Hatrorp Baxrsr, solicitor, of Cook-street, Liverpool, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 
Grorcze Buttock Murty, Hervey Epwarp Murty, Joun Frepenicx 
Murty, and Aran Mason Mruarp, solicitors (Murly, Sons, & Millard), 
Bristol. June 6. 
( — i Bina and Wiis Frepertcx Hoorzr, solicitors 
right & Hooper), Birmingham. 3 William 
Hooper will continue to carry on the said practice. 











NEW ORDERS, &c. 


THE DEBTORS ACT, 1869. 


Additional regulation with respect to applications for leave to issue 
Fee boner Bape dy due < pagh eel “Af the High Court 
Where the amount on a 

cents ie eae Se Se eee, ene debtor resides or carries on 
business within the London Bankruptcy District, a summons under 
section 5 of the Debtors Act, 1869, may be issued out of the High Court 


without further order. 
June 8, 1885. (Signed) Lewis Cars. 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
June 12.—Bills Read a Third Time. 
Prrvats Brrt.—Hebburn Quay and Landing Place. 
Redistributi 


tion. 
’ June 15.—Bills Read a Second oa 
Parvars Brts.—Cathcart District anion Tramway ; 
London Riverside Fish Market at hat th- Eastern 
Railway (Various egy Water ; 
veintea | Ee Caerphilly, and srr fies, Waterworks 
eg Isle of Booms. Water and Gas ; 
London and North - Western Railway Ramey Pomp Landon, 
arse and Southend Railway ; Southpevt and Chcehive Lincs Extension 
Ror Boards (Contested Elections). 
Bills Read a Third Time. 
Parvars Briis.—Cardiff, Penarth, Junction Railways; Great 
Northern. Railway (Various Powers) ; , Yeadon, and Rawdon 
Railway. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
June 12.—Bils Read a Third Time. 


Parvats Ey Cross and Waterloo Electric Railway 
abendeumneet) ; ton ; Plymouth, and Soath- 
— Junction way ; Improvement ; and 

ere Railway. 
June 15,— Bills Read a Swond Time, 

Prrvare Brus. —Rhymney Railway ; Stratford-apon-Avon, Towoestan 
and Midland Junction Railway. 








of Long Stratton, Norfolk, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
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To: 
Bills Read a Third Time. 


Parwatx Buus. — Wirrall Railway; Lower Thames, Valley Main 
Sewerage; Greenwich and Millwall Subway ; Metropolitan Outer Circle 
Railway ; Voeundiing Hospital ; Peckham and East Dulwich Tramways ; 
Manchester, Middleton, and District ‘Tramways; Manchester, Bury, 
Rochdale, and Oldham Steam Tramways; Weston- super-Mare, Clevedon, 
and Portishead Tramways; , Chapel, St. Leonard’s, and Alford 
Tramways ; Liverpool Improvement. 

Princess Beatrice Annuity. 








LEGAL NEWS.. 


It wes rumoured on Thursday that Mr. R. E. Webster, Q.C., will be 
one of the new law officers. 


The hearing of special and common jury actions entered for trial in 
London will begin on Monday next, the 22nd inst., when it is expected 
that three courts will be formed to try them. 'The list contains ty 
two causes, of which seventy-two are marked for trial by special juries. 


On Tuesday, at the Mansion House Police Court, Mr. W. H. Herrington 
goa before the Lord Mayor, upon a summons at the instance of the 
rporated Law Society, alleging that he had unlawfully and falsely 
Seaed to to be a solicitor, contrary to the statute. He pleaded not guilty. 
. C. O, Humphreys, solicitor, who a for the society, stated that 
Mr. Honey, a solicitor, in the Sanctuary, Westminster, had been en 
in defending the action Ralph v. Simpson, and while the suit was in pro- 
gress, he received a printed notice of change of solicitors, in which it was 
ted that in future Mr. W. H. Herrington, solicitor, of 10, Ludgate- 
hill, would act for the plaintiff. Afterwards a notice of trial was issued 
in the same name, but the case was never set down for hearing. Eventu- 
ally Mr. Honey procured a summons calling upon the plaintiff and his 
solicitor to pat cause why the suit should not be dismissed. The notice 
sent to the defendant was returned, he being unknown at the address 
i It was subsequently found that the defendant was not a solicitor, 
and the In ted Law Society felt it their duty to institute these 
vidence having been given that the notice of change of 
solicitors was signed by the defendant, Detective- ~-aengonnt Outram pro- 
duced a card inscribed “‘W. H. Herrington, solicitor. 2, Langham-place,”’ 
which had been found in the office of a person who had been arrested. 
The defendant, addressing the court, disclaimed all knowledge whatever 
of the card. He admitted signing the notice in question, but that was the 
only step he had taken in the matter, and he had then been contemplating 
resuming practice and obtaining a certificate. It was a mere technical 
breach of Beg bee Act, beers: noone. The Lord Mayor fined the defendant 


The Attorney- lea explained to the House of Commons on the 15th 
inst. the provisions of the new clauses in the Redistribution Bill, dealing 
with the acceleration of registration in 1885, as follows :—The object of 
these clauses was to give power to a judge in chambers to appoint additional 
pom barristers where it was shown to be necessary. It would, of 

be necessary to add a certain number of revising barristers to 'the 
present aga and they had endeavoured to find out Fuow many would 
appointed. He had called the revising barristers together, and 
asc rete the the best opinion they could on the subject, and it seemed 
the smallest number of revising barristers that could be added would 
be some thirty-four. By an existing Act of the present reign they had 
to appoint any number of revising barristers that might be required 
Orders in Council. They could thus either increase or diminish the 
number. They were anxious to take the most economical or smallest 
number, but they did not know exactly where the pressure of the work 
might come in the different counties and boroughs. They had made the 
best estimate they could ; and if it should turn out that in any particular 
locality the revising barrister should find that an additiona revising 
barrister was wanted, he might go to the judge in chambers and ask that 
such assistance should be given to him. If in any place a miscalculation 
been and they had not given sufficient strength for the revision 
the lists of voters, the revising barrister might say that he wanted hel 
ae a t down from the House of Lords gave er to enable 
=> be afforded. The clause provided that if in the present year 
was made to to any judge of the High Court of Justice, sitting 
chambers, y Gms chess Gh cf Meco, that the liste of 
for gadlinmentany county or borongh in England could not by 
of insufficient number of barristers be revised within the 
period fixed by that Act, such judge should a 
barristers to act in addition to the sters originally appointed 
such county or borough; and the barrister so appointed should have 
the same duties, powers, and authority as if he been originally 


Hu 
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int one or more duly 





COURT PAPERS. 


CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 
Wales (Denman, J.)—Havertordwest, “ey July 13; 


Cardigan, Trine, Paneten 16; Carmarthen, Saturda: 
Thursday, July 2% 


uly 18; Brecon, 
Presteign, Saturday, July 25; nesters (2), Tuesday, 
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July 28; Swansea (2), Tuesday, A 4. North Wales (Stephen, £.).— 
Newtown, Friday, July 10; D » Wetnendeg, qaly 15; 

Wednesday, July 17; Bea , July 21; Ruthin, Th 

July 23 ; Saturday, July 25, Chester (2), " Tuesda ‘ July : 
Swansea (2), » A (Pollock, B., 8: sh ¥, 
J3J.).—Aylesbury, , dune 25; Bedford, Sat y, June 27; 
Northampton, Wednesday, July 1; Leicester, Saturday, July4; Oakham, 


Friday, July 10; Nottingham, Saturday, July 11; coln, Saturday, 
July 18 ; Derby, Thursday, July 23; Warwick, Thursday y, July 30; 
Birmingham (2), Tuesday, August 4. Oxford (Cave and Smith, JJ.).— 
g; esday, June 30; ee Rag’ July 3; Shrewsbury, 
Monday, July 6; Hereford, Friday, J Bk. Monmouth, Monday, July 
13; & oucester, "Thursday, July 16; , Wednesday, July 22; 
Stafford (2), Tuesday, July 28 ; Birmingham cham (3) Tuesday, August 4. 
Western (Field and Hawkins, IJ. ).—Salisbury, Tuesday, July 7; Dor- 
chester, Friday, July 10; Wells, Tuesday, July 14; Bodmin, Saturday, 
July 18; Exeter (2), Beiday, Jal July 24; Sates "0, Thursday, July 30; 
Winchester (2), Thursday, A ’ mn Geeks, ).—Maidstone, 
Friday, July 10; Guildford, Siay, “aly. 17; Exeter (2), Riday, July 24: 
Bristol (2), Thursday, July 30; ee r (2), Thursday, August 6. 
ee ee 
Ys y. 
Saturday, July 18; Chelmsford, batmatiay, July 25; 
Thursday, July oi 


July 
Weinsslen, dely ik: oe 2), Tuesday, any 28. Noxth-Rastern 
(Mathew = ws: IS.).— ti, "Today, July 7; Durham (2), 
Friday, July 17; York (2), Thursday, July 23; Pen; Loede (2), Thursday, July 


Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Grove, J., will remain in town d the 
—_ of the circuits ; the other judges until their respective co ion 
ys. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 








Date, APPIALCoMEE ABrEAL QOURE -y, ¢, Byooy,  MS,Json 
Mon.,June 22 Mr. Farrer Mr, King Mr. Koe Mr. Leach 
oneune S a Ane ton Farrer Clowes Foal 
Wed., ...... FH Pem King Koe 
Thursday.. 25 Ward Farrer Clowes Beal 
Friday ...... 26 Clowes King Koe Leach 
Saturday! 27 oe Farrer Clowes Beal 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Norra. ARSON, 
Mr. Jackson Mr. Pugh 
Carrington Lavie 
Jackson Pugh 
Carrington Lavie 
Jackson Pugh 
Carrington Lavie 











COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jomnt Srock OomPanzzs, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


AMERICAN, BRITISH, AND CONTINENTAL CABLE Company, Limtrep.—Kay, J., has 
fixed a ee June 2, at 12, at his chambers, tor the ks of an 


official liquidator 
CaRDIFP MAsomic CLUB COMPANY. .—Kay, J., has, by an" cuter dated May 
1, capcieted Ivor James Ro Hichards-terrace, Roath, 
official liquidator. Creditors are sre feared orb or betore July 6 8 to sen 
parti 





ames addresses, ont the bts or claims to the above. 
Tuesday, J July 14, at 3,is appointed for hearing on tcdintine upom the 
oxconn’s Mi 


MINING AND @ Company, LrurrEp, Ee. for Sang, Fans 
presented June 10, fo Bisocbod to to be heard before Bacon, 
20, Davidson and Morris, Queen Victoria goticitors | for ‘the eens 
River GAMBIA TRADING OOMPANY, LIMITED,— od June 44, at 
12, at his chambers, Be ee amen er on odiotel Marikdesos 


(Gazette, June 12,) 
LiagpeT’s Marine P. AmEwTS phy lame wo Gonpany, Lines Lruizep.—Petition_for 
windin presented 12, to be Kay, J., on June 
Jy lane, solicitor for the petitioners , 


2%. Tarn, 
PONTNEWYDD STEEL AND TIN PLATE Conehaare, Lasrren — Petition for yinding 
Brilges ‘and Co, sq, for ideas A venny, sollchtos tor the 
[Gasette, June 16.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS- 


CREDITORS Beat ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
AST DAY OF PROOF. 


EEEROES, RICHARD Oxtord, Physician. June 20, Gardner v Free- 
to Bacon, Kpararone, 0 

| Gasette, May 29.) 
Oa. Sour Tee 208 Bene 28. June 16, Gay v Hancock, Bacon, V.0, Mars- 
«a 


Waup, ee On 3 awd, J orks bag Manufacturer. July1. Zin- 
#: 13. addieshaw (Gasstte, Tune 2.) 








"Os Ch 
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DAWKINS, 

Dawkins, J, 

Seer ee a cece T + Ti y Suit Hoge 

% } [@asette, June 9.) 

Kina Tuomas BAYLEY, Cam, nr Pee: Gloucester, Commercial Traveller. 
f N We 8 

* duly is. King-v. orris, Ohitty, J arman, Stroud : a eaas 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
AttEN, HAwNan LEY, Mel be Regis, Dorset. J Sherborne 
Ne eT Laae Tionmaien, hacker. Tale lie heal Chamemen 
BaTHOE, Maria ame Cleveland gdns. July 2. Wilkinson, Raymond bldgs, 


8 
BENSON WILLIAM HENRY, Bristol, Civil Engineer, Aug 1. Brittan and Co, 


BRooks, SAMUEL Gronce, Mardalp st, Shepherd’s Bush, Gent. July 9. Dorey, 
eee rd, Finsbury pk 
Quepe, Roaytrep E.izaneTs, Seymour pl, Hyde pk. July 25. Baileys and 


aaa danen, hton. July 8. Verrall and Borlase, 
Te itis Conan Godkrxe, Sar Sen Boras Brigpten Saunders and 


Ooo Wi Wath rH Dearne, nr Rotherham 
CoRNER, RICHARD, Inglescombe, Somerset. Aug7. Titley, Bath 
Evzn, JOBN, k, Durham, Esq. July 20. Dees and Thom; New- 
» “castle upon noe ne - diene | ae 
GiossoP. WILLIAM, Sheffield, Labourer. June 30. Tasker, Sh 
GREY, area Tats, St Helen’ 8, Lancaster, Postmaster. Iaty 1. Hind- 
GRIFFITHS, loaare, West Cowes, Isle of Wight, Gent. July 8. Damant and 
Joun, Sheffield, Cowkeeper. June 30. Teaker, 
Aw, Rumworth, Lancaster. July 1. =e 


Mary ANN. Ipswich. July 13. Spencer and ‘ord row 
on gg tee Sawley, York, Yeoman. July 25 
HouMEs,, ILLIAM, nm, Gloucester, Farmer. all and Co 
HOoKE, JOSEPH, Gheering, ox: July 20, d Co, 
im, SnD Ag 4 iggy hue a 10. Hore an 
400: vie Dock rd, Canning Town, Parties Teale repos 15. 
and " tch, Bishopeante Without _ 


Repeat. Mantes A ANNE, the Hon. Lady, Quidenham, Norfolk. July 6. Warren, 
aor. Wantan, Whitstable, Kent, Shipping Agent. med 15. Sankeys and 


Ta + York, Farmer. July 15, Rollit an Hull 
ype Tony PiLL1AM ILL1aM ERsKINE, East India avenue. ~ 18. Stibbard and Co, 
Saceaswe, ba) Pendinas, Llanwnog, Montgomery, Gent. July 15. 


MoCaskIg, Es, Huddersfield, Surgeon. Oct1. Bottomley, Huddersfield 
OR, WALTER, Wollerton, Salop, Gent. July 31. Minor, Manchester 
ORPHY, SusaN, Beckenham, ent. July 14. Gosling and Co, Spring gdns, 


cross 
re ALEXANDER, Albion pl, Acton, Gent. July 21. Brown, Lincoln’s inn 


os eee St. Petersburg, Nobleman. July 22. Crump and 
JESSE, Walham ve, Fulham, Merchant’ ‘une 80. Langt 
pte Queen an Victoria * Suly = ator : « sal 
Myrtl cton. . In’s inn fields 
fn Wannabee Hiner, Walton co Thames, ‘Browe 
ur and Co, John st, Sodiord row ee eee at 
aod Ri tham Abbey, eenex, Physician. July 22. Munns and 


, RoBERT JonN, Robert st, i Hiampgtend rd, Professor of Music. June 
erbert, Cork st, Burlington gone 
he Tuomas, Belsize pk, Esq. July 15. Mathews and Browne, 
TH TAYLOR, Manch . je 
a Rpenty, B Bianchester m, Manchester, Provision Merchant. July 18. Sutton 
Rio, Exrza, Cheltenham. July 15. Winterbotham and Oo, Cheltenham 


Scorn, JOHN ey M 
Wat 4 pester Machine Exporter. July 31. Addleshaw and 


SauaNon, CHARLES, 8 Gent. July 10. Jenkin and Co, Swansea 
Re esas, Broo B rooksby’ 8 walk, Homerton, Licensed Victualler. July 24. 


~ i PREDERIOE, Brighton, Gent. July 14. ‘Richards, Warwick st, 
Waporreran, JONATHAN, Eccles, Lancaster. June 30. Macdonald Blair, Man- 
r (Gazette, Juno 12.) 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
June 22,—Messrs. BAKER & SONS, at the Railway Hotel, tead, 
Be. ph dra pulldns Lone Land prod saverisement ane ® p.) oo ¢ oe 
—Messrs. TEWSON, FarMER, & ERSDgEWARER, Mart, at 
fbn. Freehold and Leasehold Lite agile (see pg eee es p. 6. : 
RPS. een Guinhalde 5 ae Pobre Peapetian (nue (s Fk A, 


June %.—Messrs, BAKER & Sons, at th 
= eons. ps breeng a © Ld 4 ae at 6 for 7 p.m., 
Jase ee me Ronins & Huovz, at the Mart, Farms (see 
e 
Jane %.—Mr. Epmunp RIc 
“th ., woe sR ve Fi ya Mg oe the Mart, ab 2 p.m., Reversionary 
Poche: FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, can, & Co. 2% the rath at 2 p.m., 


7 


Pane r+ pea . r Properties (see ae June 6, 
—Messrs, Gip 
pode dg © Mart, at 1 p.m., Frotaa "Properties 


siaase ee Nomtom, Taser, W arKy Wa SENBT, & $ 00.. 0, Mart, Freehold and 


Yecagohott Properties (aso nv py wt AWA. the Bt t 2 in. Freehold Geapheld, and 


26.—Mr, B . Sarah at the Mart, at 1 p.m., Leasehold Property (see 


vert tr : To etry ee tC le — 1. Ff es 
Sbtncten, 22, Poatiagte n, Builder. July 7. Goodifi LONDON GAZETTES. 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883, 
Frmay, June 12, 1885. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Aikin, John Newport Buckinghamshire, Merchant’s Clerk. 
Northam: Ad, et June 8. OrdJune8. Exam July 7 
Armitage, chp. jun, She itary . Sheffield. Pet 
Bonet Ord June 10. blk, | ‘ Geust. Pes 
June 8. Ord June 8. July 19 of 11 at 34, Lincoln's inn 

pwn. Beory,, Ghetiald, cemaae. Sheffield. June 6. a ¢ 

une al 
Brown, John, New Farm Servant. York. Pet June 9. Ord June9. Exam 


Duly’ 10 at 12 at Guil York 
Browse, 5. B rixham, Devoi Scant East Stonehouse. Pet June6, Ord June 
June 30 at 12 


Cammack, William, Wavertree, nr Liverpool. 
Ord June 8. era Tes Court ag Rm k sae Tineects 


st, Liverpool 
i. Henry, Halifax, Jeweller. Halifax. Pet June10. Ord June10. Exam 


uly 14 
Clegg, Arthur, Lansiowss ni, Hockeay, owing Machine Man High 
Court. Pet June 8 Ord June 8. Pie Sey ge FH 5 


fields 
—_ ram June tae Maidstone. Pet Juneé6. Ord June 


Exam Jon June 
Collins "Ht ti Hosier. Liv Pet June 10. Ord June 10. 


Exam June i 23 at 11.30 oe ‘Court house, Government bldgs, Victoria st, Liver- 


Corner, wee age ek Kotinguenaine, Licensed Victualler. Notting- 
ham. Pet Junes. OrdJd >, ~* 
Onin ‘William John, Mirheld, orks, eer. Dewsbury. Pet June 9. 


Ord June 9. Exam June 30 
—-* James, jun, and William Isaac Dewhirst, Sadist, Youn, Stuff Mer- 

ts. Bradford. ty ben SE Ord June 9. Exam July 7 at 

vans, Edward Talbot, Stationer. Lewes and Ss Eetbotene. Pet 
Fune 6. Gee Jemm §. Exam July 3'at 11 

drew, Manchester, Joiner. Manchester. Pet June 10. Ord 

June 10. "Exam June 9% at 11 

faa uly es rao, Graces Hastings. Pet June 6. Ord 


Foster, William de ae, Grocer. Kingston upon oo Pet 
June 10. Ord June 10. Syecitomie ae 
Gustavel, Friederich Hans August, Norwich, oo orwich. So dume 6. 


Ord June 8. pat Jo PSS 
Heighton, William, and Heighton, High Ae ibaa, Tro mmongers. 
High Court Pet June 8. “Ord June 8. Exam July 17 at 11 at 34, Lincola’s inn 


fiel 
Hobster, eer, Wom. Viettinghom, Fiusber. Nottingham. Pet Junes Ord June 


8. 
Howard ay ot Merchant. Manchester. Pet June8. Ord June 8. 
ia Henry Th 


Ji an Jones. Bam Spueet, Sannin, Goel Agent. Liverpool. 
Pet June.” Ord Xam -June 22 at 11.30 at house, Government 


Jan, Victor ot m an Lin ae +4 Grimsby. PetJune4 Ord 
June 10. Exam July 1 at 11 melt ‘ownhall, 
Kirtley, George Coates, Stockton on Tere Bae Gunticner. Stockton on Tees and 
borough. Pet June 9. Ord June 9. Exam June 
we Gloucester, Baker. Gloucester. Pet June 10. ora June 10. Exam 


Le William Morgan, Briton Ironm: . Neath. 
Pot Tuned Und Tune k. Besm Fans i ob 10.0008 Towsball, Neath” 
Set er am Sa, Peay Uae Derby. PetJunei0. Ord June 10. 
11 at 1 
Moon, Geo Washington, Regent Outfitter. Hi Court. Pet June 5. 
Ord June. Exam July 18 at that Su Lincoln's inn 
Masten, Sos sooue Sos ~ ty arpa Wood Turner. Chesterfield. Pet 
June 10. oon dae 6 
No ico een ee General Smith. Exeter. Pet June. Ord June 
\ a’ 
Parker, George, Miles lane, Arthur st West, Printer. Ei Court. Pet May 30. 
Ord June 9. Exam July 16 at 11 at 34, Lincoln's inn fi fake 
1, Tobacconist. Li Pet June 9. Ord June 9. 


Exam June gat ilat Court house, Government bidgs, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Posie, John, Soreaiey, Licensed Victualler. Coventry. PetJune 10. June 

Radmore, = ane Hampshire. Southampton. Pet June9. Ori June 

Exam June 4 

palit Wilfred an Tickhill, Yorks, Licensed Victualler. Sheffield. Pet 
June 8. OrdJunes. Exam June 2 at 11.30 

Roberts, Edward, nee, Machinist. Worcester. Pet Jane 10. Ori June 

10. Exam June 23 at 11.30 

Stanton, Samuel, So Bloomsbury, Passage Broker. High Court. 

Pet June 9, Ord June 9. 4 . ~ 4 14 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

J Schoolmaster. Brigh 


worns) e, At ton. Pet 
June 8 OrdJune?. Exam J 2 Pat 12 
Wilks, am Burnley, Lan Burnley. Pet June 9. Ord 


thy an 

| Geoten, sen RRR Yorks, Farmer, Kingston upon Hull. 
Byber, James, Station ra, Kensal Green, Baliger, June 19 at 11. 33, Carey st, 
Bogue, David, King Wiliam st, Strand, Publisher June 2 at 2. 33, Carey st 
Became, Zhempan, City 24, Ideenend Wietneden, June & at 11. 33, Carey st, Lin- 
aivee ~ , Liverpool, Silk Mercer. June 23 at2. Official Receiver, 
35. Victoria st, Li 

Brown, Henry, Sheffield, Joiner, June 22 at 2, Official Receiver, Figtree lane 
Browa, Jahn, Newburgh, Yorks, Farm Servant. June 33 at 12. Official Receiver, 
cis ae cr t rd, Forest Gate, Jeweller, June 19 at 12. Bankruptey 


Ones en ie Lincoln's inn fields 


ry, Lenbam, Rett Miller, June 2 at 3.15. Official Receiver 


Stroud Park, Stationer. J Rat 
on. crabs nant a Lacan es — 


Yorks, Engineer. June 2 at 3 Official Re- 








waa Vand tage atvertisomane Jee HT ee | 


* 5 Q@rocer, June 22 at 12, Oficial Receiver, 3, Ba 
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Evans, Edward Talbot, Eastbourne, Stationer. June 20 at 12. Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Brod William Grice, Colchester, Grocer. June 19 at 3.30. Auction Mart, 


Tokenhouse 
vese. William John, prnemen upon Hull, Grocer. June 23 at 2. Hall 
of Hull Incorporated La w Society, Lincoln’s inn buildings, Bowlalley lane, 


bs Thomas, Fullas rd, Hommeremith, Builder. June 22 at 12. 33, Carey st, 
coln’s 
d George Edmund, North E mee, Grocer. June 20at12. Mr. 
H. P. Gould, Official —, = nes st, rwich 
Gustavel, Friederick H Werwiah. Innholder. June 20 at 1. Mr. 
aft rica srg Ki Sa dave. 0 Arms Hotel, 
co) une 22 a asons’ ) 
sony ‘armer. e 
Hobster, William, N ham, Plumber. June 19 at 2. Official Receiver, 1, 
High omen, Notting 
Howard, J 7 eave Walter, yy meee oe nt a st, New North rd, Hoxton, Box Maker. June 
Howard, John, Manchester. Merchant. June 25 at 3. Official Receiver, Ogden’s 
chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Eastwood Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. June 19 at 3. 


ood, Burnley. 
Hotel, "Nicholas st, Burnle 7, 

d Th we, Tipton, Staffordshire, [Iron Manu- 

y a hy June 26 at3. Messrs. Underhill & Lawrence, Solicitors, Wolver- 


James, Edward, and omas Moss 
hampton 
Jones, My --4 Ebbw Vale, Monmouthshire, General Dealer. June 20 at 12. 


Receiver, Mertt 
Lambart, , = present address unknown, Ca) in 
om Battalion Royal Scots Fusiliers. June 19 at 11. 33, Carey st, coln’s 


oF pee Ferry, Glamorganshire, Ironmonger. June 22 





Lewis, 
at2. Castle Hotel, 
Little, David Bruce, Holt Wiltshire, Commercial Traveller. June 19 at 1.30. 
Official Receiver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
, Frederick William Henry, and Veer 3 Edward Spend Locusts Long, Bradford 
B . June 19 at 12.45. Receiver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 


Long, k William Hen: estate), poate rd, Wiltshire, Builder 
June 19 at 1. -15. Ceiaied Boost Seeate 7 (eepte ext se) Brad F Official 


omas, New Basford, “Nottinghens Beetioner. June 19 at 12. 
~ Receiver, High pavement, Nottingham 
gy ee be jun., Rotherhithe, Shipbuilder. June 19 at 12. 33, Carey st, 
M or by on he eg Glamorganshire, Builder. June 19 at 12. 


Moore, John Henry, Powrnil ra , Dalston, Sheet Gelatine Manufacturer. June 
Nokes, Walter, rrapscr ides, Fors st ry a Official Recei 109 
2. ’ p 

Eo eee Farmer. June 22 a ver, 
N “Willian Torgay, Smith. June 23at11. Official Receiver, 13, Bedford 
Oliver, John, Margate, Engineer. June 19 at 2. The White Hart Hotel, 


ohn, and — Brittain, New atom, Kent, Builders. June 23 at 2. Official 


oa. 109, Victoria st, W: 
ohn (septe estate), New Chariton, Kent, Builder. June 23 at 2.30. Official 
109, ang ee estminster 
Radmore, George, Bitterne, Hampshire. June 2% at2. Official Receiver, 4, East 


ee 
Rawson, Wilfrid f Semmes, ee. peed Licensed Victualler. June 22 at 3, 


any Tigiseo heffi 
Reporte, Edward, orcester, Machinist. June 23 at 11. Official Receiver, 
— Gravesend, Mariner. June 20 at 12. Official Receiver, Eastgate, 
¢ ams Pans Euston rd, Stationer. June22at12. Bankruptcy bldgs, 

ico 
niet Boe Eastville, Lincolnshire, Farmer. July9ati2, Official Receiver, 
B, Eileh st, Boston St Robert, Water lane, Gt Tower st, Stationer. June 19 at 
Ms Hoon George Losi . Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Lead Glazier, June 19 at11. Official Receiver, 22, Park 


Ganatd Benhen one Thomas nen at Birmingham, Stationers. June 22 at 11. 


Aikio, John W we Anvonnano 
e. Ni P. Buckingh: hire, M . 
Seetemapen. et June 8. Ord iy uckinghams: erchant’s Clerk. 
Jobn, my! Snetiels, Sanitary Pipe Manufacturer. Sheffield. Pet 
dune 10. Ord June} 
A ‘— Brett, ¥ 


ork, Gardener. York. PetMay 22. Ord June5 
Henry Kellaway, Hackford rd, Brixton rd, ~Lanteda, Coachbuilder. 


High Pet June 2. Ord June 9 
Bayley, Joseph, Cheltenham, . Cheltenham. Pet May 21. Ord 
at Wheatsheaf, nr Wrexham, Publican. Wrexham. Pet May 19. 


Brows, Henry, She Sheffield, Joiner. Sheffield. se temo, Ord Jun 


er iitiam, Wavertree, nr Liverpool, Draper. Liverpool. Pet June 8. 
John, Bradford, Yorks, Confectioner. Bradford. Pet May 15. Ord 
Day, William Frederick, Reading, H . PetMaysé. Ord Junes 
Derbyehire une 2. June 8 


, Cardiff, Grocer. Cartift Pet 
Reading 


Dunn, William ., , Undertaker. Reading. Pet May 12. Ord 


ee Seenee, Birmingham, Oil Dealer. Birmingham. Pet May 2. Ord 
rt ae Rebest, Sherborne, Dorsetshire, Watchmaker. Yeovil. Pet May 22. 


Poet Willie, Cheltenham, Currier. Cheltenham. Pet A 18. Ord June 8s 
a, Ingram John, Brentiond, Piumber. Brentford. Pet June 1. Ord 


Jacke, oe, Hensy F Fpecphites, Southport, Lancashire, Coal Agent. Liverpool. 
Jones Wik atom, Valkinns rd, Egremont, Shipowner. Birkenhead. Pet May 23. 


Ord June 
Jobin, Gloucester, Baker Gloucester. Pet Junei0. Ord June 10 


, Charies Henry, Boscombe, nr Bou:nemonth, Hairdresser. Poole. Pet 
June$. Ord June id 
. Dhindestines, Clothier. Birmingham. Pet May 21. Ord 
im, ees, South Petherton, Somersetshire, Holiator. Yeovil. Pet 
Ord June 6 


4c W fae, Pontypridd, Glamorganshire, Builder. Pontypridd. 


Havod, nr Pontypridd, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet May w. 
Northway, Wilkieas, Torquay, Smith. Exeter. Pet June9. Ord June 10 


dune 5. 





Ogden, Ro d Th: Lister O, Bradf. Yorks, Wool 
gion, perks. sm reg | ear ¢ eden, ‘ord, ks, Merchants, 
res, 5 Foor Thomas, Derby, China Merchant. Derby. Pet May 8. Ord 


Peebles, ‘Wiliam, en ool, Tobacconist. Pet June 9. Ord Juneg 
ee: — named Devon, pura. East Stonehouse. Pet May 
une 


Prior, a, ae Edmunds, Farmer. Bury St, Edmunds, Pet May 1g, 

Ripley, John piidaciocn, Dar! m, Farmer. Stockton-on-Tees and Middles- 
borvagh. Pet April Oo une 9 

Roberts, Fae | Cookanan, “B a, _ Baanate, Pianoforte Tuner. Bury &t. 
Edmunds. 


Pet Ma Ord 
Short, George, Alien dale’ Town, __-< Grocer. Newcastle-on-Tyne, 
Pet June 6. Ord June 9 


—. — Coventry, Licensed Victualler. Coventry. Pet May 23. On 
une 
Tanpeon, » Zaseelo, Yorkshire, Huckster. Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet 


une 1 
ee R. a yerirt Secetigntes, Seabury, Retired Assistant in Navy. High 
illiams, Isaac, Fonmon Farm, near Cowbridge, Farmer. Cardiff. Pet May 8, 


Ord June 6 
Wilson, George, Leeds, Lead Glazier. Leeds. Pet June6. Ord June 8 
TUESDAY, June 16, 1885. | 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Adams muy, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Exeter. Pet June 11, 
Ord June 11. » Fast "Tad 9 at 1 
Alecock, William Winter, N 


41 e, Ironmonger. Newcastle-upon 
e. PetJunei3. Ord June 13. oy: 2 


es, and Frederick Avison, Batley. rotuhin, Cloth Finishen 
. Ord June 11. Exam July 

ber, the elder, New Clee, — - a f buna, Great 
Grimsby. Pet June 13. Ord June 13. Exam July i at 11 yh ‘Townhall, @ 

Breakell, James. Preston, Lancashire, Boot Maker. Preston. Pet June 12 
Ord June 12. Exam July 10 

Bigvas, Beem. yates, Ironmonger. St. Albans. Pet Juneii. Ord June il, 
Exam 26 at 1 

Butler-Johnstone, H. A. Munro, not nowin England. High Court. Pet June 
6. Ord June 10. Exam July 17 at rt. . 84, Lincoln's inn fields 

Crabbe, William John, Brooklyn-road a erd’s Bush, Coachman. High 
come Pet March 12. Ord June 9. uly 22 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


Guin Henry Donald, East —~ = Ty Devon, Printer. East Stonehouse. 
Pet June 13. Ord June 13. Exam July 

Da Ann, Reddi: , Wermatelins, Boot Mele. Birmingham. Pet 
June 13, Ord June 13. Exam July 8 at 2 


Denne. Henry, oe eS Gloucestershire, Esq. Gloucester. Pet June 
12. Ord June13. Exam 
Dennes, Thomas, Stratford, ~ Sot. Pet June 10, 


om, Linen Dewwer. i 
Ord June13. Exam July 15 at 11 at 34, Linco 


Dix, Thomas, Cro: a, ealer in Berlin Wools. ys md Pet June 4. Ord 





pons Exam pn 
Dome m, Hoses, "ny: 7 eam reernan Farmer. Derby. Pet June 11. Ord 
ume it 
Dufty, Frederick James, and Joseph Sadler, Northampton, Tailors. Northamp- 
eK ny gy Uy esterfeld, Derbyshire, Tailor. Chesterfield. Pet 
onds, John or. es d. 
June 12° Ord June a andes uly 8 . 


Goss, John, Northampton, Shoemaker. Northampton. Pet June 12. Ord June 
12.’ Exam July 7 


Com, J <oun, Coventry, Boot Dealer. Coventry. Pet June 13. Ord June 13, Exam 


Harding, Bg, = =r, Madeley, Salop, Draper. Madeley, Pet June 12, Ord June 
xam 


Holdswo' illiam, iy am nr Catterick, Yorks, Farmer. Northaller- 
ton. rs une 10. Ord June 10. ay * 27 at 11.30 

Hopkin, J: pesemioss, eats jhoemaker, Cardiff. Pet June 11. 
Ord June ii. Exam Jul 


Hunter, pehest, , Sutton, acdy Draper. Croydon. Pet June9. Ord June 12. 


Exam July 3 


Hutton, Henry, Marske by the Sea, Boot Dealer. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough. Pet Juneil. Ord Junell. Exam June 24 
a ~ ¥ e, John, Fremington, Devonshire, Farmer. qevectenis. Pet May 30. 
une 


12. Exam June s at 10.30 at Bridge Hall, ee ad | 

kbam, Francis Robert, Northampton, Draper. Norwich. Pet Junei, Ord 

June 13, Exam July 15 at 12 at Shirenall, Norwich Castle 

Kime, Fred, Liverpool, Boot Dealer. Liverpool. Pet June 13. Ord June 13. 
Pet June = -U 11 at Court house, 


Leadbeater, John. Mestay, tay Woolen h Manufacturer. Dewsbury. Pet June 
12. Ord dune 12. ExamJ 


uly 
Lloyd, William, , Bn Cowbrid Ceergetine, Farmer. Cardiff. Pet 
ioe 11, snd emeoded bz ord 4 dated yr aM June 11 
sexs June - of Seema, Leeds. PetJunei2. Ord June 12. 
ea a 


Marshall, D: acreage Sete, Stone Meyhent, Halifax. Pet Juneii. Ord 
June 11. Exam Jul 


ra Robert, Leela. Joiner. Leeds. PetJune12. Ord June 12. Exam June 
Moore, John Jeweller. B: ham. Pet Juneii. Ord 
June 11. vam July Tatts” my 

Irvine, ee Rag Merchant. Dewsbury. Pet June 


bed Seen i 2. Exam Jul: 


Perrott John W padfesd on Avon, Grocer. Bath. Pet June ii, Ord June 
Hann Jul ry for 


Phillips , Mary, , Machine Agent. Reading. Pet June12. Ord June 12. 
, oy gely 36 16 K 2 CP, 

Fase Edward J Cabin . High Court, Pet June 11. Ord 
m Judy 6 rh ah 1130 at 4 at te Lincoln’s inn fields 


ca. Painters. East Stone- 
= Pet — is Oma eae 18. foperts, ly 7 at 

Beets, et, Jeneph , Coleman st, Vig yaw ne Court. “bet Ma ay 22. Ord June 11. 

July 1¢ ab 11.20 at 34, Linco inn fields 


sae ‘ord, H . Stafford, Pet Juneii, Ord 
. Exam June 1 at 2 at8 


a by Norton, Yorks, Tallor, Bearborough. Pet Juno 1s. Ord June 
Songs, une 
12. Exam uly 14 at 12 
there Richard, New Clee k Owner. Great Grimsby. Pet June 11. 
Gra die ial Sy tats {at Townhall, Gris sician. eworel Pet June 
11, Ord June 12. July 10 at 12 ‘6 


fh J onep) Feerton Dough h Court. 
‘et April 21. une li, Exam Puy ida t1 Sir et an Lacie ie i 

ate al W phone . Wi . fe ion 10. Ord 
une 10, 


Smith, Thomas, South Southsea, Schoolmaster. Portemouth. Pet J il. 
Ord June 11. Exam July 6 a . ratios 
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perring, rng coe Westbromwich, Staff , Charter Master and Colliery 


Staffordshire. 
Pet June 10. Ord Jun 


eer Ol idbu: e210. Exam June 29 
moon Jam =* upon Hull, Wool Broker. Bradford. Pet June 12. 
Ord June i. ’ Exam July 14 at 12 
Vaughan, John, Merthyr Tydfil, Solicitor. Merthyr Tydfil. PetJune1i. Ord 


Weril, F Him June 3 Francis Colsto: ~~ l, 1 Me ts. 
Frederick, an ward nm i ton, Coa! rchan 

7 Ord June 12. une 26 at t 11 at Court-house, 
Government bldgs, Victoria st, Liv 


Liverpool. Pet ‘June 12. 

Wheatley, Mary Ann, Pembroke Doe! ena Pembroke Dock. Pet June 12. 
Ord June 12. Exam July 8, at Temperance Hall, Pembroke Dock 

Whittle, Chesies James, edmore, Somerset, Baker. Wells. Pet June12. Ord 
June 12. Exam July 14 at 12 

Wise, John William, Guildford, Warehouseman. Guildfordand Godalming. Pet 
Junei13. OrdJune13. Exam July 23 at 1, at Guildford 


Woods, He Herod, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Carpenter. Great Yermouth. 
™ Sune 1. Ord June 12. Exam July 6 at 2.30, at Townhall, Grea 
‘armou 


Young, Thomas Gibson, Amble, Northumberland, Innkeeper. Newcastle on 
Tyne. Pet June13. Ord June 13. Exam June 25 


Frist as. 

Adams, Henry, Musbury, Devon, pete Victualler. June 25 at 11. Castle of 
Exeter, at Exeter 

Alecock, William Winter, Newcastle on Tyne, Ironmonger. June 25 at 2.30. Offi- 
cial nna no County chbrs, Newcastle on Tyne 

Armitage, J nag Sheffield, Sanitary Pipe Manufacturer. June 24at 11. Offi- 

gtree lane. Sheffield 

Bartlett, Henry Kellaway, Hackford rd, Brixton rd, Coachbuilder. June 24 at 
12. 33, Carey st, Linco n’sinn 

Breakell, James, ton, Samenshine, Boot Maker. June 24 at 3. Official Re- 


Roberts, 42, Outer Temple, 222 and 225, 8 
Cammack, William, Wavertree, nr Liverpool, Draper. June 25 at 3. Official Re- 
chmbrs, Halifax 
more row, Birmin; ham 
oe, Northamptonshire, Mineral 
Cole, Walter, Paulet rd, Camberwell, Architect, June al at 11. 
, Stationer. June 23 at 11. Offi- 
cial Receiver, 2, Bute crescent, 
Dewhirst. James, jun., and Isaac, Bradford, Stuff Merchants. June 23 
3.45. Law Institute, Piccadilly, B 
Dunn, William Maurice, Reading, Undertaker. 


ceiver, 14, Chapel st, Presto: 
Browne, Edwin, atford, Hertfordshire, Ironmonger. : wane 24 at 12. Messrs. 
Browse, B., Brixham, Devon, Grocer. June 24at3. Official Receiver, 18, Frank- 
fort st, Piymouth 
ceiver. 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Clarke, Henry, Halifax, Jeweller. June 25 at 10.30. Official Receiver, Townhall 
Cohen, Lewis, Cardiff, Furniture Dealer. June 25 at 2.30. Official Receiver, Col- 
&: 
Cohen. Moss Coleman, and Arthur Cohen, Co 
Merchants June 23 at 12. County Court bldgs, Northampton 
33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 
om. ad Liverpool, Hosier. June 25 at 2. Official Receiver, 35, Victoria st, 
aon , a Qowbeties, Gone 
Dewhirst, James, jun. (se Bi estate), peetiord, Yorks, Stuff] Merchant. June 23 
at 3.30. Law Institute, iccoatiy. B radford 
at3. Law Institute, Procadilly. Bradfo 
Dewhirst, William Isaac (se eats). e), Hikley, Yorks, Stuff Merchant. June 23 at 
Dodson, Henry, Sclston, Mesteheaekins, Farmer. June 23 at 2.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, St James’s chbrs Derby 
June 24 at 11.30. Queen’s Hotel, 
Reading 
Fairnington, Andrew, Manchester, Joiner. June 25 at 3.30. Official Receiver, 
Ogden’ s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 


Finn, Edward, jun.. Tenterden, Kent, Butcher. June 23 at 3. Saracen’s Head |. 


Hotel, Ashford, Kent 
ansden, Charles Henry, Cardiff, Grocer. June 24 at 12. Official Receiver, 2, 
Bute Crescent, Cardiff’ 

Genese, Samson, Gt Russell st, Bloomsbury, Tailor. June 25 at 2. Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 

Johnson, Joseph, jun. ay | ba Fish Buyer. June 24 at 1. Official Re- 
ceiver, 3, Haven st, Grea’ sby 

Jones William, SS. Gheshire, Shipowner. June2iat2. Official Receiver, 


48, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 
Lait, John, Gloucester, Baker, June 23 at 4. Official Receiver, 84, Barton st, 
oucester 
y, Charles Henry, Boscombe, nr Bournemouth, Hairdresser. June 28 at 1. 
Official eee Salisbury 
Low, Wil tiam Charles, Derby, Pastrycook. June 28 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 
St James’s chbrs, Derby 
Lowrey, Charles, Leeds, public Accountant. June 26 at 12. Official Receiver, 


St CH ge s chbrs, 22, Park row, 
Marshall Yorks, Stone Merchant. June 2 at 11. Official Re- 


ceiver, ae ra chbre, alifax’ 
Maynert, Robert, Joiner. June 26 at11. Official Receiver, St Andrew’s 
chbrs, 22, Park row, ds 
Moers, John Francis, Birmingham, Jeweller. June 25 at 11. Official Receiver, 
ngham 
Moston. Gecre> Gee, Eckington, Dytetin, Wood Turner. June 23 at 3.30. 
cial Receiver, St James’s ehbrs, Derb 
pany Hall rd, Crouch Hill, Gen- 
n’s 


Oakley Herbert Frederick, Broseley terr, 
tleman. June 24at12. 38, Carey st, Linool 

Orr, James, Canterbury rd, Brixton, Livery Stable Keeper. June 24 at 2. 33, 

Carey st, Lincoln’s 


Williams, ‘Isaac, F on Farm, nr Cowbridge, Farmer. June 23 at 12. Official 
mae, 3. , doy it, Cardiff 


Yi % mas Gibson, Arable, Northumberland, Innkeeper. June 25 at 2. 
Official Ss Ronson, County chbrs, Newcastle 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Adams, Bice Chariotte, O64 Kent 98, Chesemager. High Court. Pet May 20. 
Bolton, Francis Lee, Liverpool, Iron Merchant. Liverpool. Pet May6. Ord 


Peter, and Thomas Rastann, Dewsbury, Yorks, Woolstapiers. 


John 

a Pet Apr 30. Ord June 

~ gy, hy = iam Henry, Blandford, Dorset, Innkeeper. Dorchester. Pet May 
un 


teen, Robert Gosset, Stanley gdns, Kensington, M.D. High Court, Pet May 1. 


June 13 
Cai John, Pet 29. Ord June 12 
rman, Innkeeper. May = 


Topsham, Devon, Exeter. 
Ca , James, Sawbridgeworth, Hertfordshire, Butcher. Hertford. 


Juni 
cohen, J Joshua Abraham, Promenade, Camberwell, Clothier. High Court. Pet 
Oeste, = ames Holder, Birmingham, Warehouseman. Birmingham. Pet April 1. 
une It 
Cuenen, wontons John, Mirfield, Yorkshire, Engineer. Dewsbury. Pet June 
; une 1 
Edmonds, John Thomas, Chesterfield, Derbyshire, Tailor. Chesterfield. Pet 
June 12. Ord June 12 
’ ton, Andrew, Manchester, Joiner. Manchester. Pet June 10. Ord 
une 
Faithfull, Richard Chamberlain, Broad st bldgs, Solicitor. High Court. Pet 
May 5. Ord June 12 
ra, ee von, Kingston on Hull, Grocer. Kingston on Hull. Pet June 
une 
Garrett, Newson Dynndll, Poplar grove, West Kensington, Major. High Court. 
Pet Feb 24. Ord June 13 
_ — ee Shoe Manufacturer. Northampton. Pet June 12. 
une 1 
He penstals, lem, ¥, jun, Milnsbridge, nr Huddersfield, Dyer. Huddersfield. Pet 
1 
Hobster, Williaa Nottingham, Plumber. Nottingham. Pet June 8. Ord 


10 
Hopkin, ny ae Portchowl, Glamorganshire, Shoemaker. Cardiff. Pet June 11. 
une 11 
Hutchinsen, John, Nottingham, Printer. Nottingham. Pet May 23. Ord 
une 1 
Hutton, Henry, Marske by the J os Boat Dealer. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough. PetJuneti. Ord J 
Jue, Joseph, jun, Gt Grimsby, J Fish Buyer. Gt Grimsby. Pet June4. Ord 
une 
Jones. Witton, Ebbw Vale, Mon, General Merchant. Tredegar. Pet May 30. 
une 
Keey, Frederick, eee Staffordshire, Milk Seller. Birmingham. Pet 


May 28. Ord Jun 
Kime, Fred, Liverpool, Boot Dealer. Liverpool. Pet June 13. Ord June 13 


| Robert, lfardisworthy, Devon, Farmer. Exeter. Pet May 16. Ord 
June 12 
Nixon. Robert, Ixworth, Suffolk, Baker. Bury St Edmunds. Pet May 4. Ord 
June Il 
Oo [y he itzgerald Lucius, Ludgate hill, Gent. High Court. Pet May 22. Ord 
1 
Osborne, J 8, Pall Mall, Gent. sees Comt. Pet Apr9. Ord June 13 
Pigeau, ‘Alfred, and Achille Morin De Premion, Lombard st, 
High Court. Pet May 8 Ord June t2 
Po i. ine tt, Or ety + st, Poplar, Cabinet Manufacturer. High Court. 
‘et June 
:— y es, Mon, Grocer. Tredegar. Pet May 4. Ord 
une 
Blew, Haney, Birmingham, Boot Manufacturer. Birmingham. Pet May 12. 
saute der.  Hichard Dendy, Water lane, Wine Merchant. High Court. Pet May 12. 
une 1t 
——  seneees Henry, Winchester, Grocer. Winchester. Pet June 10. Ord 
einlth, A High st, Kingsland, Paper Merchant. High Court. Pet Apr10. Ord 
Smith. Thomas, Southsea, Schoolmaster. Portsmouth. Pet June 11. Ord June 
Spreckley, acy, George, Derby, Auctioneer. ry iy May 30. Ord June 11 
Cy, Anare inchester st, Scotch Law t. High Court. Pet Sept 18. 
June 18 
Veegum., John, Merthyr Tydfil, Solicitor. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet June ti. Ord 
Wyril, , an Scarborough, Smack Owner. Scarborough. Pet May 2. Ord 
The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette 


of 
Rvder, Clement, and Zenas Ryder, Cambridge, Cambridge. Pet April 


13, Ord May 19 


The Subscription to the Soxrcrrors’ Jounnat is—Town, 26s. ; Country, 
288. ; with the Wruxty Rerortsr, 522. Payment in advance includes 











Peebles, William, Liverpool, Tobacconist. June 24 at 8. Official Receiver, 34, 1 Post hecril y thei J 
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ESTABLISHED 1869. 


THE ACADEMY, 
A GHeekly Heview of Riterature, Seignee, and Art. 


PRICE THREEPENCE: FREE BY POST THREEPENCE-HALFPENNY, 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, 18s; BY POST, 15s. 2b. 
PAYABLE IN ADVANCE. 








PUBLISHED EVERY FRIDAY IN TIME FOR THAT DAY’S POST. 





CONTAINING EVERY WEEK 


SicNep Reviews of important new books, English and Foreign, in Belles-Lettres, Travel, History, Biography, 
Philosophy, Natural Science, Philology, the Fine Arts, and Archeology. PrriopicaL News-Letrers from Oxford, 
Cambridge, Paris, Rome, Florence, Berlin, and other Centres of Learning and Literary Activity. 

Obituaries of Distinguished Men. Transactions of Learned Societies, Correspondence. 

Notes and News, Literary, Geographical, Scientific, and Artistic. Jottings respecting rare Books, Sales, and 
Curiosities. Publishers’ Announcements, &c. 

Notices of Exhibitions in London and the Provinces, and of important Novelties in Music and the Drama. 
ORIGINAL ARTICLES on Current Topics of Literary Interest. 

THE ACADEMY has always maintained the principle of Signed Articles as affording the best guarantee of fairness and 
competence. In the list of its Contributors will be found the recognized Authorities in their several departments of Knowledge. 
The half-yearly Volumes are of permanent value for purposes of Reference, especially to those interested in the English Classis, 
in History, Philology, and Oriental Studies. 





A New Volume commenced on July 5, 1884, 





PUBLISHING OFFICE: 
27; CHANCERY LANE, W.-C. 


To be had at all Railway Stations, and of all Newsvendors in Town and Country. 





A SPECIMEN NUMBER 


Sent to any part of the United Kingdom on receipt of Threepence-Halfpenny in postage stamps. 





SCALE OF CHA RGES FOR ADVERTISING IN “THE ACADEMY.” 


Five Lines of Small Type - - - - - 0 2 61]|A Column - - - - - - - $ 0 0 
Every additional Line - - - ° - 0 0 6] A Page (equivalent to Three Columns) - - 8 8 0 
Half a Column - ° ° ° : . ;* See te te 





SPECIAL ARRANGEMENTS FOR A SERIES. 


Advertisements should be sent to the Publisher, H. Villers, at the Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C., on or before the 
Wednesday previous to the Saturday on which they are intended to appear. 


** “THE ACADEMY” isa desirable medium for all Advertisements addressed to the educated classes. 


June 20, 1885, q 









fi 


de] 


on! 
eqn 


jec 


